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‘ The Solicitors’ Journal and Reporter. 


LONDON, APRIL 16, 1887. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


| Ar rae tie of going to press the cause lists for the Easter 
| Gittings of the court, commencing on Tuesday next, are not pub- 
‘lished. The appeals will number about 170, and the causes and 
) matters before the five judges of the Chancery Division will 
= aggregate a total of upwards of 700. 





| Tue arrention of solicitors practising in the county of Lancaster 
§ © should be directed to the order of the Lord Chancellor, which will 
| be found in another column, under which all causes in the 
_ Chancery Division commenced in either of the district registries of 
| Liverpool or Manchester are to be marked for Mr. Justice 
Kexewicu. This order is made under the powers of the new 
| clause of rule 9 of order 5 of the Rules of the Sapreme 
| which was added by the Rules of December, 1886 (ante, p. 140). 
By ord. 35, r. 6a, the district registrar of each of the places above 
named is to act as chief clerk, registrar, and taxing master, so that 
' Mr. Justice Kexewicu will in effect have the control of a large 
' amount of chamber business which will be transacted, not under 
| his own eye in London, but at Liverpool and Manchester. The 


| general effect of the new order will be to give to suitors who 
_ commence their actions in the district registries of Manchester and 


Liverpool something very nearly approaching to a preference over 
| all other Chancery suitors. It is obvious that Mr. Justice Kexewicu 
© will after a time be almost exclusively employed in cases 
' from Lancashire, which would otherwise me been distributed 


» among the five judges of the Chancery Division. So long as he-| § 
pes. aay Laneekine ones: to, toy, aie Semen Oaod gene See 
' transfer. 


It may well be that the cases so marked for Mr. Justice 
Kexewicn will take away a sufficient number from the other 
| judges of the Chancery Division so as to have the same effect upon 
| their lists as the exercise of the right of transfer would have had, 
_ but on the other hand there is a possibility that while Mr. Justice 
' Kexewicn is trying heavy cases his four colleagues will be getting 
| deeper and deeper into arrear. This may have been foreseen by 
| the Lord Chancellor, and it may be that the present new arrange- 
> ment is only a step towards the appointment of another judge of the 
'. Chancery Division. Whether this be so or not, the new departure 
ean only be looked upon as an experiment, the beneficial 
| which, to Chancery suitors at large, is doubtful, and which will 
» most likely create jealousies in the minds of the large aap of 
' suitors whose cases are to be practically postponed to those of thei 
» more favoured eompetitors for a hearing. 





TaEre skems to be no end to the questions su by, and 
© arising out of, the Married Women’s Property Act, 1882. 

| think our readers will be somewhat startled by the doubt of a 
| correspondent, whose letter we print in another column, whether 
_ the Act may not have altered the well-established rule as to lia- 
| bility for the costs of preparing a marriage settlement. We do not 
' see any ground for the doubt. If the judgment in Helps v. 
| Clayton (18 W. BR. 161, 17 C. B. N. 8. 533) is considered, it will 
_ be found that the basis of the rule laid down im that case with 
| mgard tothe liability for costs is this: The retainer to prepare the 
| settlement is to be considered that of the lady or her parent, as 
» the case may be; the lady or her parent is primarily 
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were, by the law of Portugal, prohibited from intermarrying, could 
contract a valid marriage in England; and it was held that they 
In the course of their judgment the Lords Justices 

said: ‘It is « well-recognized principle of law that the question 
of personal ee * enter into any contract is to be decided by 
the law of domicile”; and, later on, ‘‘The laws of a country 
where a marriage is solemnized must alone decide all questions 
the validity of the ceremony by whith the 
alleged to have been constituted; but, as in other 
in that of marriage, personal capacity must depend 

the law of domicile.” Now, with regard to the particular 
contract of marriage, the decision in Sottomayor vy. De Barros 
was completely in accordance with the opinions expressed in 
Brook v. pat (9 W. RB: 461, 9 H. L. Cas. 193); but the 
passages qnoted above from the judgment of the Court of 
— are considerably wider than was necessary for the 
d of the case. It may be that no distinction in principle 
can be drawn between the marriage contract and any other con- 
in this respect, and that, as in the case of marriage, so in the 
of other contracts, the validity of the contract (except in 
respect of the formal acts ne to be gone through for the 
— of manifesting it) is to be determined by the lex domicilii. 
ior, however, to the dicta of the Court of Appeal in Sottomayor 

v. Dé Barros, it seems that the consensus of opinion was in the 
opposite direction. Inthe case of Re Oooke’s Estate Mr. Justice 
Srrarine has held himself bound by the opinions expressed in 
or v. De Barros, and has accordingly decided that the 
bsg of the validity of a marriage settlement executed prior to 


Frenchman is to be determined according to the lex domicilii, 
and that consequently, as the lady was an infant when she entered 
into the contract, it was not binding upon her. The state of the 
law thus disclosed is far from satisfactory, and it is to be hoped 
that the Court of Appeal may soon have an opportunity of author- 
itatively dealing with the general question. 
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Some povusr appears to have existed whether covenants in 
restraint of trade are divisible with regard to time—that is, 
whether, supposing them to be reasonable for a certain length of 
time, but unreasonable beyond, they can be enforced for the earlier 
period, invalid for the later. The matter is, of course, 
of great ce, for, if the law decided against such division, 
@ covenant has been for any reason drawn too strictly would 
be void . It is satisfactory, therefore, to note the recent 
decision of Mr. Justice Noutrn in Baines vy. Geary (ante, p. 363), 
In this case the covenant was entered into by a milk-carrier with 
his employer, and bound him not to serve for his own benefit any 
customers whom his employer, or his successors or assigns, might 
at any time have. The business was assigned, and the milk- 
carrier, who had left the employment just before the assignment, 
solicited the custom of the old customers, and an injunction was 


accordingly prayed against him. To the contention that the 
covenant was unreasonable inasmuch as it extended to customers 


therefore, bad altogether, Mr. Justice Norrz replied that it was, at 
rate, reasonable with regard to those who were customers 
while the defendant was in the employment ; and holding, on the 

ity of Nichols v. Stretton (7 Beav. 42), that the covenant 
wes in regard to time, he granted the injunction so far 
as related to these. This is certainly on the side of reason, and 
removes a pitfall into which those who have to frame such 
covenants have been in danger of falling. That they are divisible 
in respect of space was decided in Price v. Green (16 M. & W. 346). 
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Mg. Arthur Arbold has written to Lord Salisbury on behalf of the Free 
Land . ting out that “in 1869 Lord Clarendon obtained 
from her oy Se tative at Berlin a report upon the tenure and 
transfer of land in Prussia, which has long since become obsolete by the 
pars Noll law of 1872. The practical results of that law, which 
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se 


& system of conveyance by registration of title, with proce- 
Sellowing thet edopted in the Australian colonies, eppear in 
' vantageous t' country ; 
that before the Tend Tranter Bill fa considered tn cochlea 

of Lords Lord Salisbury will obtain a report upon the 
hod Operation of the Prussian system. 





THE LAND TRANSFER BILL. 
Il. , 

We resume the subject we left off with in our last weck’s issue— 
namely, the extent to which deeds will be necessary under the 
system proposed by the Bill. Vendors =~ ve be found to 
contend that covenants for title are supe: by clause 18, sub- 
clatse 1. That élause provides that ‘“‘a registered charge or 
transfer shall have effect as a conveyance by deed, and the Con- 
veyancing Acts, 1881, 1882, apply accordingly.” Now 
section 7 of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, causes the several well- 
known covenants for title, ‘“‘by the person who conveys and is 
expressed to convey as,” &c., to be implied ‘‘in a conveyance” 
— by section 2, sub-section (v.), méans a conveyance by deed). 

ut, unless the existing forms under the Act of 1875 are so far 
modified as to allow of a transfer being as made by “‘ a 
beneficial owner,” for instance (a liberty denied by the present 
G. R. 58 and form 23), a solicitor advising a purchaser should be 
careful to keep on the safe side. 


Il.—Tae Lirerarvre or tar Sussecr. 

We also, last week, referred to the bulk of the literature that at 
present exists on the subject of registration of title as a reason for 
abstaining from discussing the subject in its general aspect now. 
But as very possibly some of our readers (whose engagements in the 
present leave them little leisure to study a future so remote as the 
establishment of registration of title appeared but a short while 
ago to be) may have omitted to take note of that literature when 
it came out, and may now wish to be reminded where it is to be 
found, we now append an account of some of the principal works 
that have been published upon the subject of late years. The list 
does not pretend to be exhaustive ; if any omissions have been made 
we shall be glad to hear of them, meanwhile we believe that the 
list will supply enough mental fodder for busy men to go on with, 
at least till our next issue; and may, perhaps, also be found to 
a a few references that will be new even to the leisurely 
student :— 


ENGutsx. 

1850. Report of tion and Conveyancing Oommission. (Specially 
valuable fall fac vim” reproduction of and indices 
used in um to define bo and record .) 

1857. Report of of Title Commission. (Advocates views 
_ pgs of ee: Paap aoe PO fall eppen- 

. Wilson pages) setting forth eme. 

1859. J. M. p Be a Stock, Share, and Land J 


Society’s Papers, 18th April. (M Bg Baw ag othe dee 
eP 18th A it as e dis- 
tinction between the three.) 
reer Toststy el oy March tnigton tes yi et 
"sg . ox Oo 
- indefensible title,’’ and gives outline of a plan for simplifica- 
tion of title without registration. 


Joshua Williams. The true remedy, &c. Juridical Society's 
Papers. 24th March. (Suggests numerous changes of detail, 
an of 


deeds.) 
Lord Wi 8 Act (25 & 26 Vict. o. 53). 
1869-70. Report of Land Transfer Commission. 
1872. Return as to of Title in the Australasian Colonies, 
text of ‘“‘Torrens” Acts, and much information as to 
their 


1873. ¥F. H. Oolt. Remarks on the Land Transfer Question; reprint 
‘ . from Law Journal, [Aiaoutes companion and registration of 

fee simples only. of suggested enactment.) 
Lord Selborne’s Bilt. 


G. Sweet. Im its to the Transfer of Land. Paper read to 
Juridical . 19th March. (Advocates registration of 
np Si Siig subsisting rights, with detail of how it may 


G. Sweet. Observations on Land Titles and Transfer Bill. (Advo- 
cates compulsory registration of possessory titles at public cost 
with outline of enactment.) 

Lord Cairns’ Land Transfer Act. 

R. H. Holt. Land Transfer Act, 1875. (Text-book, with intro- 
pe = «ee. ie yeaa practica: suggestions (20 pages) 

Sir Robert M. Torrens. Essay published by Cobden Club (6d.) 
Very full and readable account of the chief points notable in 
the Australian system. 

(Incidentally, 
deeds 


1878-79. Report, Mr. Osborne Morgan’s Committee. 
interesting evidence as to the Scotch Registry of ) 

1881. Return on of Title in the Australasian Colonies. (Con- 
tinues former one—1872, and is equally e.) 

1885. Duke of Marlborough. Transfer of Land, Fortnightly a, 
April.. (Advocates mainly the system of confirmation 
possessory titles adopted in the Chancellor's present Bill.) 


1874. 


1875. 
1876. 


1877. 


April 16, 1887. a ® 
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April 16, 1889. 


Sir Horace Davey. Times, mber, (Advocates 
" compalaory ag etter, foe, Sine Nee aera 


ent. 


oy 


hlet with corrections up to date. 

J. . How to make simple the of Land. (Full 
review of history of law and exposition of system ; 
advocates registry of deeds with no notice of trusts. ‘ 

1886. Incorporated Law Society, Statement on the Land Laws. (Full 
account of modern history since 1828, and careful review of 


inertial) including Australian. Endeavours to be quite 
eprinted—So.scrrors’ Jovrnat, Jan. 80 and Feb. 13, and Law 


Bevicned Be Sonotie? 74 As J 80 continuously to March 
Licrrors’ JOURNAL, Jan. 
i ‘a Times, Jan. 30; Law Journal, Feb. 13 (by F. H. 
t). 
Bar Committee. Land Transfer. (Very full and readable; same 
general scope as the last.) 
Reviewed—Sorscrrons’ Jounnan, April 10 and 17; Law Times, 
aa 7 17 and May 1; _ Journal, May 15 (F. H. — 

. B. Morris. Registration of Titles. Prize . Judges— 
Lord Hobhouse, Sir H. Davey, E. F. Panaee thall historical 
introductisn ; advocates compulsion ; some detail of aye 
scheme. Appendix as to systems of land transfer in other 


countries, 

J. Topham. y on Registration of Titles. (Reviews present 
system; advocates registry of abstracts and deeds, with 
simplification of legal estates.) 

H. W. Elphinstone on the Transfer of Land. January Law 
Quarterly. (General considerations; advocates ‘ 
treats form of registers, effect of errors, indexing map, 
teversions, &¢., &c.) Also Review (Law Quarterly, April) of 
several publications. 

T. Key. Registration of Title to Land. July Law Quarterly. 
(Advocates preparatory changes in the law, and compulsion on 
death; observations on reg settled land, restrictive 
covenants, mortgages, maps, and doubts whether local regis- 
tries are needed.) 

C. F. Brickdatle. Registration of Title to Land. (Detailed com- 
parison of English and Australian experience, and substantive 
plan for registry of title without cost or compulsion). 

Reviewed — Soxicrrons’ Journat, 11th ecember ; Law 
Quarterly Review, January (1887). 

Anonymous Articles— 

Soxricrroks’ Journar—How Should our Land Laws be Reformed? 
Dec, 26 (1885) to Jan 16. 

Law Times—Registration of Titles, May 29 to July 27. 

Law Jowrnal—Prospects of Land Re » Dec 18. 

ghey Review—Now View of Registration of Title to Lani, 
July. 

A Dialogue between Doctor and Student, &c., &c. (Failure of Land 
frie = edhe vadt vies dA oy care of dormant claims, and 
consequent expenses and delays) 

Reviewed—Sortcrrons’ Journwat, Jan. 9. 

1887. W. H. Townsend. Some Practical Observations on the Land 
aa Question. (Various detailed suggestions for registry of 

eb). 





AvsTRALIAN, 

Acts, Are all drawn on the same model: the Torrens Act of South 
Australia (1857) as amended in 1861. They pata full, and 
contain all the matter usually relegated to Rules in 
England. 

Parliamentary Papers— : 

1861, South Australia. Report, Evidence (106 pp.), and Appendix (20 pp.) 
—Practic:.1 Working of Torrens Act. 
1864, South Australia. Return as to certificates recalled for mistakes 


in parcels. (Map and description of error appended in each | wi 


case.) 

1873. South Australia. Report, Evidence (84 pp.), Appendix (50 pp.)— 

TEE Practical Working of Torrens $a) eh - 
881-83. New South Wales. Returns as to operations aw 

oan ore report seal office ever since Ts, 
earl 8 on same m i \ 
Vietorie. Bepart, Evidence (200 pp.) — Practical Worllng ot 

ct. 


Torrens A - 
(The above papers are at the Colonial Office . There are 
robably others relating to Tasmania, New and 
Western Australia that we have not had the of 
perusing. It is impossible to the value records 
of ce, which cover the w ground, and supply prac- 


tical on every gta 
Melbourne Daily Telegraph, Oct. 13, 1884. hepert on process of 
old titles. By Mr. Sandford. 
Canada. 3. H. Mason. Land Transfer Reform. Toronto, 1884. 
Collects much information as to Torrens system, and advocates 
introduction. ) 


On Manitoba, and North-West Territory have 
ed the Torrens system (without ) during the 
year 1886. 
Foren, 


8. 
F, H, Colt. The Land Transfer Question. (Similar to former | 187: 


cover up negatively in conditions of sale, would be not 
deter a purchaser positively forth on the forefront 
of the certificate of title. Landowners 


blazoned 
i mmeep ae open 
win 9 whe ed ak ae eee ualified titles 
San nuk actaaae 
that the origi ication was in all cases 
the Act, to be (in form, at any rate) for an absolute title; so that they 
cost as much trouble and money and time to obtain as the absolute, 
and were of even more doubtfal when obtained. 


(iii.) The possessory title was (as shewn in our last 
issue) found to be far dearer than it ought to have been, and, at 
that price, was certainly not worth the outlay. In connection 
with these possessory titles, a curious instance of the pure vie 
inertia which has encumbered the ~~ < registration all 
along was given to Mr. O. Morgan’s by a well-known 
solicitor. He had ordered that all simple conveyances for the 
future should be with possessory and for some 
time supposed that orders were b out. Having 

no 
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1872, Prussia. Grundbuch und Hypotheken Gesetge vom 5 Mai, 1872. 
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required to contain (clause 7, sub-clause 2) a statement to the 
that the deponent has made due inquiry into the title. Thus 
the affidavit will require to be made by a professional lawyer, or the 
statement will be a farce. This being so, it will be well to make 
the ion immediately after the purchase, when the state of 
the is fresh in the mind of the purchaser’s solicitor. 

On the whole, it would appear that if too much advertising is 
not insisted upon by the board, this process will be cheap and 
effectual. If the present rules are followed (G. R. 6) the appli- 
cant must be the owner of a fee simple in possession, or have 
power to dispose of the fee ; and so the persons (if any) dispossessed 
by mistaken confirmation would only be persons whose interests 
are remote, as to whom it is now generally admitted that money 
compensation is adequate. In fact, under the Settled Land Act, 
money value is all that such persons can make sure of even now. 

But when we approach the question of confirmation of boundaries 
it will have to be remembered that the notices will be served on a 
very different class of persons than in the case of titles. 

nder Lord Westbury’s Act it was found that, the rule requir- 
ing all reasonable expenses of objectors to be paid by the applicant 
(a rule which it is impossible not to retain), every objection to a 
boundary was contested with the greatest pertinacity ; in fact, one 
solicitor of experience thought that almost a third of the expenses 
of registration under that Act (which were very heavy) was due to 
this cause ; and another averred that it was cheaper for applicants to 
relinquish all disputed boundaries rather than fight the unequal 
battle. Under the present Bill, however, compensation will be 
given to persons deprived of their boundaries, which, no doubt, 
will make a difference ; still, this fact will hardly disentitle an 
objector to his costs wherever the resistance was plausible in itself. 
From these considerations it will be a matter requiring grave con- 
sideration whether proprietors should ever be advised to apply for 
confirmation” of boundaries except where they are able to 
— beforehand with their neighbours that no objections shall 

A more difficult question in connection with boundaries would 
appear to be still in store—namely, how to accommodate registra- 
tion to the continual changes, often gradual and even imperceptible 
in their progress, that take place in the configuration of estates, 
and how to provide a readier means than the office has yet suc- 
— providing for the not uncommon exigency of a sale in 
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NEW ORDERS, &c. 
HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE—CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Lrverroot anp Mancuester Disretct Reersteres. 


I, Hardinge Stanley, Baron Halsbury, Lord High Chancellor of 
Great Britain, in agers: of the Rules of the Supreme Court, 
December, 1886, do hereby order that on and after the eighteenth 
day of April, 1887, until further order, every cause or matter in 
the Division of the High Court of Justice commenced in 
the District Registry of Liverpool or the District Registry of 
Manchester shall be marked with the name of the Honourable Mr. 
Justice Kekewich, one of the judges of the Chancery Division. 

The 5th day of April, 1887. Hatssvry, C. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 
THE MIDDLESEX REGISTRY, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 
ane —The letter of Mr. G. P. Jackson discloses a very grave state 


Everybody must agree with him that it is a scandal that | the 


any public eer should be permitted to allow its official 
Te’ to fall into the condition he describes, and thereby ti- 
cally limit inquiry to a “private” book for searches in which a 
special fee is required. I am sorry I do not, at the moment, see my 

to this question into the intended application for 
® mandamus relating to the demand of the registry that all town 
witnesses should attend at Great James-street instead of being per- 
mitted to ye cogs a deed before a London commissioner. 

the profession to know that this very day my 
memorial has been ten and refused, and that application will be 
ith regard to the 


i 


made to the Queen’s Bench Division fora rule nisi. 


inquiry last year in which I succeeded in hack the over- 
charge for length, but failed as to the items for and exhibit, I 


am by no means sure that a further a would have been wise if 
permitted, to say nothing of the fact the real point raised by 
the argument of the judges—viz., the ‘‘ reasonableness” of paying 
the same oath fees inside as one would have to pay outside—woul 
have had to be disposed of by mandamus whatever the ultimate 
result of the particular action. The question about to be raised by 
mandamus deals with something like thirty thousand half-crowns 
annum paid to the registrar, which, among other » means 
commissioners for oaths {who have had to pay for pri ) 
are quietly deprived of a yearly sum of £3,000 to £4,000! 

great question, however, is the needless personal attendance of town 
witnesses between prescribed hours at a building alto er out of 
the run of the public offices, in the face of the Act giving them the 
option and convenience of going before a neighbouring com- 
missioner. Francis K, Munton. 


City, April 6. 





COSTS OF MARRIAGE SETTLEMENTS, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—A solicitor is retained by a lady’s father to draw her 
marriage settlement of personalty, which is one of the ordinary 
character. 

He duly pre the settlement, and after the marriage sends in 
the bill to the husband. 
The husband objects to pay the bill, alleging that his wife's father 
is the person liable, 
All the incidents—the retainer, the marriage, and the delivery of 
the bill—happen during the year 1886. 

Under such circumstances, is the husband liable for the bill, and 
does the case of Helps v. Clayton, decided before the Married 
Woman’s Property Act, 1882, govern the matter ? TABELLIO. 


— 12, 
[See observations under head of ‘‘ Current Topics.” —Eb, 8. J.] 
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CASES OF LAST WEEK. 
HARRIS ». ROTHWELL—O. A. No. 2, 5th April. 


Patent—Parion Pusiication—Deposrr or Spzcrrication iv Fonrzien 
Lanevuace in Parent Orrice Liprary. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Ohitty, J., the question being 
German language in the 


whether the t of a specification in the 
blic constituted 
ent subsequently 


library of the Patent Office so as to be accessible to the 
such a prior publication as to render invalid a 
obtained in this country. The plaintiff was the assignee of a patent 


. were 
admitted that if they had been English they would, together with the 
—— have conveyed sufficient information to a competent workman 
to enable him to carry out the invention which was the subject of the 
plaintiff's patent. Entries were a in the Patents Journal of the 
German specifications in the list of foreign patents, and were referred ~ 
to as knitting machines. A foot-note was a to the list, stating 
that the cations, as well as the list eo madam 
sulted at the free public library of the Patent Office. The German speci- 
fications had been actually open to inspection in the Patent Office library, 
the one during about two years and a half, and the other during about 
six weeks previously to the date of the plaintiff's application. Chitty, J., 
held that the German specifications under the circumstances, been so 
sry in this country, prior to the of the plaintiff's € et as to 
ave become part of the stock of common know! The and 
specifications, having been placed in the Patent made 
eee ee aan aoe ee it was not necessary to shew 
that any person actually did go to the fy and inspect them. The fact 
that the specifications were in German was as it could not be 
assumed that the information was given in @ which was 
unintelligible to the public (see the case reported ante, p. 27). 
Tue Covar or Aprzat (Corron, Luspiey, and Lorzs, L.JJ.) affirmed 
decision. Lainpiey, L.J., said that the question was in substance 
whether, undér the circumstances, 8 assignor was the true 
and first inventor of the invention. The plaintiff had established a primd 
Sacie cese by proving the patents, and he thus threw the burden of proof 
on the defendant, and it was for him to prove, if he could, some prior use 
of the invention in this country, or some prior — in this country, 


of some intelligible of the inven 





April 16, 1887. : 
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April 16, 1887. 











only known to the librarian, but attention had 

the publication in the Patents Journal of 

titles. Moreover, the specifications themselves were 

in the library, and anybody wanting to use them. could 

Whether anyone other than the librarian did in fact 

was not known. His lordship thought that on 

of shewing that the English patentee was the 
at 
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this 
country was cast upon the plaintiff; and that unless he could shew 
thet the German cations were not, in fact, seen by anyone who 
could understand them, the defendant must succeed. If the case were 
being tried by a jury, his lordship was not sure that the judge might not 
direct the jury to find that the patentee was not the true and first 
inventor. But without going so far as to say that the judge ought to give 
such a direction, the judge ought at least to tell the jury to find for the 
defendant if they thought that the German had been so 


published in this country as to have become known to anyone 
to guide the jury, the judge ought to tell them that the invent: 
been so laid before the public in this country, ought to be 

have become known in this country, in the absence of all proo 
contrary. Even if the case had turned solely on the publication 
second of the two German specifications, his lordship was not 
say it would be wrong to direct a verdict for the def 
At any rate, the only question. which could be properly 
them would be whetber in their opinion the German —— had 
been published in this country long enough before Coz tiff's patent 
to have become known here. This question really admitted of but one 
answer, and it could not be supposed that any jury would find that six 
weeks were not long enough for such a purpose, If the two German 
agony had been in the English language his lordship had no doubt 
that the defendant would be entitled to succeed. It was familiar law 
that proof of the description in English of an invention in a book pub- 
lished in this country was fatal to the validity of a subsequent patent for 
the same invention. In such a case no evidence was necessary to shew 
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that the book was in fact read or referred to. Proof that it had not been | #ll, 


sold or circulated might, no doubt, be given, and, if such were 
given, the Le ear would not be fatal to the patent. The same rule 
was applicable to the proof of a publication (by inrolment in the Patent 
Office) of an earlier specification of the same invention. though in 
that case there was not many copies published, but only one, still 
was never required that the specificution had been actually seen b 
ublic. In order to shew that a patentee was not the true 
ventor of his patented invention it was not necessary to shew that he 
learnt it from a prior publication existing in this country. It was 
sufficient to shew that the invention was so described in some book or 
document published in this country as that some English people might 
be fairly supposed to have known of it. Plimpton v. Maleolmson (3 Ch. D. 
531) and Plimpton vy. Spiller (6 Ch. D. 412) were not opposed to this 
of the law, for in those cases there was evidence which satisfied the 
sot the ene cea oo ave benny relied on as a prior publication had not, 
in fact, been before the public, and was not known to exist. The 
next question was the effect, if any, of the specifications being in German 
and not in English. The fact that German was understood by many 
oe in this country, and that who could read and translate 
rman could easily ba found by those who wanted their assistance, must 
be treated as common knowledge and be judicially noticed. In the 
present case the German specifications were in the very place where every 
one in search of information on the subject to which they related would 
expect to find them, and to which he would go forinformation. It might 
well be that some person in this country might have seen these specifica- 
tions and have obtained information from them which he was entitled to 
use ; and it would not be right to assume that there was no such person. 
No doubt the difference in the times during which the were 
of knowledge 
to 


- 


4 


open to the public made a difference in the pro ty 
being actually gained from them ; but six weeks was quite long 
enable people on the look-out for information to acquire it, y 
when they were told by the lists published in the Patents Journal that the 
ons were in the Patent Office and could be seen there. Primd 
facie, a patentee was not the first inventor of his patented invention if it 
was proved that before the date of his patent an intelligible description of 
his invention, either in Englich or in any other language commonly known 
in this country, was known to exist in this country, either in the Patent 
Office or in any other library to which the public were admitted, and to 
which persons in search of information on the subject to which the patent 
related would naturally go for information. But if it was proved 
that the foreign publication, although in a fublic library, was 
not in fact known to be there, the unknown existence of the 
ubiication in this country would not be fatal to the patent. 
oeareay L.J., concurred. Loprzs, L.J., thought that the existence of the 
German specifications in the library of the Patent re gee they 
Were unreservedly accessible to everyone, was in conclusive 


evidence of a prior publication. The Patent Office was open to the | that 


a and any one of the public might have seen the 

ether they were to have done so or not was immaterial. The 
patentee must be the first and true inventor. If the invention had, 
previously to the date of the plaintiff's patent, been communicated to 
the public, the patent was void. The patentee was not, then, the first 
and true inventor if his discovery had already been communicated to the 
public. He then added ames the stock of human knowledge; he 
a gy to the public; what he to 


the tiff be said to have stock of human | vol 
information which they did 


re. Oo 
aot pation have given the public any 


ly if at the time of filing his specification there 
existed, in the brary of the Patent Office unresesvedly open to the publio, company. 
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nt, the public possessing everything he could 
Prdship’s cotton; was a correct statement of the law. He 
attach any importance to the fact that the specifications 
German language, and he agreed with what had been 
L.J., on that point.—Counsat, Aston, Q.0., and W. 2. 
Q.0., and 7. M. Goodeve. Sorsrrons, Crowders ¢ 
Dickinson, ¢ Simpson, Leicester ; Johnston, Harrison, ¢ Powell, for 
R. C. Winder, Bolton. 


LADYWELL MINING OO. », BROOKES—LADY WELL MINING CO ; 
». HUGGONS—O. A. No. 2, 2nd April. s 


Company—Promoren—Szcest Paorsrt—Laasiiiry ro Account. 
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of the lease of 
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and W and afterwards they commenced the second action 
against the executors of Mundey, Oldrey, and Palin, who were ot ae 
dead, claiming that the defendants (in the first action), and, as against 
that the estates of their testators, were liable in damages, on the 
ae me defendants to the "I Pango and the por gro da the exi = 
respective Were promoters o e com! y, an procured e 
of Ws tateenent of the 4th of April, 1873, by a breach of trust 
duty and by fraud; that the agreement might be set aside; and that the 
purchase-money might be returned; or, in the alternative, that the estates 
of the several testators might be ordered to account for the profits made 
by them on their sale to the company, on the ground that Palin and his 
associates must be treated as having purchased the property on behalf of 
the company for £5,000, and, therefore, were chargeable with the difference 
between that sum and the £18,000 for which they sold to the company ; 
and, farther, that they stood in a fiduciary position to the company, not 
when they became directors after the incorporation of the Feng age 
but at the time of the original purchase, and were, therefore, liable to the 
company for all profits made by them in the transaction. Stirling, J., 
dismissed both ns, on the ground that the evidence failed to shew that 
the vendors to the company, when they bought the mine on the Ist of 
February, 1873, were promoters of, or stood in a fiduciary position to, the 
compen? and that, even if they were promoters, the case was governed 
Cape Breton Co. (29 Ch. D. 795, 33 W. R. 788, 28 Soxicrrons’ JourNnat, 
ey gga by reason of the recovery of the property by the landlord, 
w the company had taken no steps to prevent, the rescission of the 
agreement had me impossible. 


Tux Court or Arprat (Corron, Linpiey, and Lorzs, L.JJ.) affirmed the 
Corton, L.J., said that in his opinion the case was entirely covered 

Re Cape Breton Co. The company in that case, as in the present, had 
the purchase, and, although there might have been grounds for 

it aside while the company was carrying on business as a going 
concern, yet, as rescission had become impossible, no relief could be given. 
It was that the purchase was made in contemplation of the formation 
of the company, and made on their behalf by Palin and the others as 
agents of the company. But the contract between Palin and his associates 
and the owners of the mine was made some time before the formation of 
the company, and what took place between the company and Palin and his 
was no part of the original transaction. No doubt they con- 
templated the formation of a company, and the sale of the mine to the 
company when formed. But no part of the original purchase-money was 
fs gona of the funds of the company; the whele £5,000 was by 
jin and his associates out of their own moneys. Palin and his associates, 

in entering into the contract of February, 1873, acted on behalf of 
themselves alone, and did not, at that time, act in or occupy any fiduciary 
emecg whatever. They were, after their purchase was made, —- 
to do with the mine whatever they liked. It was urged, however, 
that Palin and his associates were undoubtedly promoters of the company, 
and must be assumed to have been so at the time of entering into the 
contract of February, 1873. It was true that they were promoters ef the 
monn some time cr other; but it was not clear that they were pro- 
moters before the formation of the com . The onus was on the com- 
pany to establish that, when the original contract was entered into, Palin 
and his tes were so acting on behalf of the intended company that, 
if the company should be afterwards formed, they could not either retain 
the mine for themselves as against the company, or sell it to the company 
more than they had given for it. The evidence did not establish that 
and his associates were so ac*ing in the matter of the original con- 
to entitle the company afterwards to say that they were acting 
of th pone and as their agents, so as not to be able to retain 
made by them on a resale to the company. The contract 

in any way dependent upon the company be formed. Palin 
associates bought for themselves, and there was nothing to 
a ap to say that they bought on their behalf. Lanp.ey, 
L.JJ., concurred.—Counszt, Seward Brice, Q.C., and A. N. 
ing ; Hemming, Q.C., Buckley, Q.0., and Grosvenor Woods, Soxticrrors, 
Co. ; J. Holmes $ Son ; Snell, Son, & Greenip. 
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MUTRIE +. BINNEY—C. A. No. 2., 30th March. 


Concurrent Actions mx Encrisu anp Ootonrat Courts—"‘ Dovsiz Vexa- 
TION ”’ G out Counrzr-ciamm—R. 8. O., 1883, XIX., 27; XXYV., 


This was an appeal from a decision of North, J., the question being, 
whether a counter-claim by the defendants ought to be struck out, on the 
pune that the plaintiffs would be ‘‘ doubly vexed’’ by reason of there 
wing been some previous p between the es in relation to 
the same matters in the colony of British Honduras. The plaintiffs were 
O.; the defendants were B. and N. The plaintiffs and the defen- 
. earried on business in ership as merchants in Honduras, 
the firm of G. & Co., from the Ist of February, 1879, to the 3lst of 
, 1884, when the ip. came to an end. During the same 
the defendants, who carried on business in London, also under the 
Oo., acted as general agents in land for the Honduras 
Co. After the expiration of the Honduras partnership the 
. commenced a suit in the Sapreme Court of British Honduras 
account of the partnership transactions of that firm, and on the 
April, 1885, a decree was made for that purpose. The taking of 
accounts in that suit was not yet completed. ‘The writ in the present 
the 15th of September last, and by their statement of 
delivered on the 25th of November, the plaintiffs claimed an 
of all moneys received and paid by the defendants as agents of 
of the amount found due 
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com: 
Honduras firm ; an inquiry how much 


as counsel and the only 
in the colony; that the clerk of by whom the accounts directed 
by the Privy Council would have to be was also formerly engaged 


as solicitor in the suit; and that it was impracticable to appoint in the 
colony a suitable as receiver of the Fame ge assets, and to & 
in the partnership outetandings. The applied to have thi 
po pone Raw lage re 7 and North, J., it to be struck out. He was 
of opinion that, primd faci 
to be allowed to go, and that the 
thought, they } had bay meg On the appeal i Sane te defend. 
th t, not 6 & it was lor the - 
ants that the onus was on the party who sought to put a stop to an action 
to shew b> fe should not be allowed to go on, and that, at any rate, the 
counter- should not be struck out altogether. The defendant N., 
who was not a party to the Honduras suit, offered to undertake to be 
bound by the in it to the same extent as the defendant B. 
Tus Oovrr or Appzat (Oorron and Linpizy, LJJ.) reversed the 
decision. Oorron, L.J., said that the agreement between the Honduras 
firm and the English firm was a one, and he did not see how it 
was possible that the accounts should be finally taken between the two 
firms until the accounts of the Honduras partnership had been taken. 
North, J., had not merely stayed the p on the counter-claim, 
but he had struck it out altogether, and he had not done so in the exer- 
cise of any discretion with to convenience. If this action had not 
been commenced by the Honduras: partners his lordship should un- 
doubtedly have thought it vexatious for the defendant B. to ask for the 
of accounts, for the taking of which he had already obtained an 
order in Honduras. But under the circumstances it would be wrong to 
strike out the counter-claim altogether, and thus vent the defendant 
B. from asking for the proper judgment at the of this action. Of 
course he would not be allowed to re-open any matter which had been 
already decided by a — court. U the defendant giviog the 
und which he offered, the of North, J., would be dis- 
charged, without prejudice to any application when the proceedings in 
the Oourt of Honduras. were finally Linoiey, L.J., said 
that it br not follow that aon en yar g gay c= age oe - an 
account of partnership dealings they would get it, or w get it in an 
unqualified form, North, J., hed merely exercised a discretion this 
court would have been unwilling to interfere; but he had proceeded on 
the principle that the counter- was ye oe wrong—that it was 
vexatious and oppressive. The claim of the plaintiffs in action was 
not ee get in an asset of the Honduras firm in this country; it 
went much further. They sought Hr in that asset, and to have it 
distributed among the partners in firm. How could an asset ofa 
firm be distributed without taking the accounts of that firm? It did not, 
however, follow that the accounts would have to be taken over § 
The accounts taken in Honduras might be adopted. But, in some shape 
or other, the accounts of the Honduras firm must be taken. —Oounsst, Sir 
H. Davey, Q.C., and Herbert Cowell ; Cozens-Hardy, Q O., and John Cutler. 
Soutcrrors, Parker, Garrett, ¢ Parker ; Rooke ¢ Sons. 


Re AINSLIE’S TRADE-MARK—Ohitty, J., 30th March. 
Trapge-Marx—Rectirication or RecistER—PsgRsons ENTITLED TO APPLY 
ror Recriricatrion — Parents, &c., Acr, 1883, s, 90 —‘‘ Persons 


Acortevep.” . 
In this case a motion was made to rectify the of trade-marks 
ou toh whisky. The 


t the he gh re dy AR aM wed oe ; 
C) owners 0: 
po ae t with the 


** perso Sagrioved under section 90 of the Act, seeing that they were 
bound by their contract. It that the respondents had instituted 


Wagge't ; Whitehorne, Q.C., and McClymont, Soxrcrrors, J. F. § C. Teage- 
ish ¢ Howell. 


son; Neish 


Apuiniergation—Insotvent Estars—Taansysk TO THE BAnKaurtcy 
Oover-—Banxavercy Act, 1883, 8. 125, sun-sotion 4 
circumstances 





respectively, 


defendants on such account bélonged to the plaintiffs 


E 


In this case the question arose as to the under which the 


would have two on which to their case—namely, the registra- 
tion of their -mark and the existence of the contract. By 

the trade-mark from the he should not be affecting the - 
ents’ rights under the . .He was bound to say that the a 
had no trade-mark, that the question on that t was not one of ~ ~ 
equitable right, but of t conferred by statute. e respondents must 
pay the costs of the m for rectification.—Counsx., Romer, Q.0-, and 


Re YORK (deceased), ATKINSON v. POWBLL—Stirling, J., 2nd April. — Ef 
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administration of an insolvent estate will be 


ruptcy Court under the above sub-section. The 
judgment had been made on the 14th of October, 1886, 
for creditors had been issued, and 127-claims sent in, which 


been adjudicated upon. A | number of 


the 
Newmarket. The present application was made by 
claimed to be creditors for a large amount on the balance 
but whose claim bad not yet been proved, for a transfer 


tration to the proper bankruptcy court—in this 
Cambridge, th 


make such an order after an ad 


ministration judgmen 

were, the jurisdiction was discretionary, should 
this case. The application was made too late, and furthermore, 
transfer were made, the defendant might lose her right of retainer. 
Sriatine, J., held that he had jurisdiction to make the order. 
jurisdi in exercising its discretion the court 
would chiefly consider the questions of convenience, delay, and 


m was discretionary, and 
As regarded convenience and delay, there was a 


the county court. As regarded expense, he had ascertained that it was the ad 


practice of the Bankruptcy Court to take up the 
at which they were left by the High Court. No 


expense would therefore 
be thrown Lage I on “ the ag er right of retainer would 
have to co erei by the judge in bankruptcy 
allowed to stand in the way of a transfer. The defendant 
costs, charges, and expenses under section 125, sub-section 7, of the Act: 


a bed been veri 


The order was one which ought to be made. Ha’ 


ving 
the fact that the claim of the applicants had not yet 
lordship directed the motion to stand over until their clai 
fied in the ordinary hg 5 ae Hastings, Q.0., and F. H. Oolt ; Pear- 
son, Q.C., and Vernon R. Smith. Soxtcrrons, Aldridge, Thorn, ¢ Morris, for 
Fenn, D’ Albani, ¢ Ellis, Newmarket ; Gibbs @ White. 


Re OOOKE’S ESTATE—Stirling, J., 5th and 6th April. 


Domtcrke—Enoutsu Invant Marrrep to a F'rencuman—Norariat Con- 
TRACT—VALIDITY DETERMINED By “ Lex Domicmi,” nor “ Lex Loci 


Conrractus.”” 
In this case the question arose as to whether the 


contract made prior to the marriage of a domiciled Eng 
domiciled Frenchman was to be determined by the law of or the | the 
ciled English ed the Viscount D Prownos 4 domiciled 
domici ishwoman, marri ‘ a 
Frenchman, at Boulogne. Prior to the marriage a notarial 


law of France. In 1839 Charlotte Sarah N 


executed in French form, by which it was 


of estates between the intended husband and 


separation 
Viscountess D'Argeaud had three children by her 


" 


h 
are now ge In 1845 she separated from her husband 
1853, believing the Viscount te be 
William Briggs, and lived with him in New South W 
in 1879. The Viscount D’Argeaud did not, in fact, die till 1877 


in Jersey. 


will, made in 1878, the Viscountess D’ 


Argeaud devised 
all her real and personal estate to William B: . Her property o: 


sisted of a moiety of the residuary estate of W: 
1846. The f representing this moiety had been 


trustees, and the income had been accumulated, no 
been paid to the Viscountess D’ ud. William 
sented a petition forthe payment of whole of the 
5° whether Viscountess D’Argeaud 

rench domicile which she acquired upon her marriage ; 
the notarial contract was binding upon her. If either of 


aca were raised— ( 


were answered in the affirmative it was admitted 


Viscountess D'Argeaud by Viscount D’Argeaud were 


the fund. It was further admitted that if 
contract was to be determined according to 


binding upon the lady. It was argued on behalf 


regard to the second point, that th 


tract was to be determined pele om Nee ge ae 2 
and not according to the peer dy op sores 


was made, and for this Sottomayor v. 


was cited. Miss Nicholson, therefore, having been 
woman when she entered into the contract, end not having 
French domicile until her marriage , took 
England governed, and, as she was an at the 
the contract or received any benefit under it, 


upon her. 
py yale J., held that the Viscountess D’Argeand, 
nside in New South Wales after her death ‘ the Viscount, 


adomicile of choice there, but that even 


rate shewn an intention to abandon her French domicile, 
. 441) her domicile 
that th tion leid d LP me ma 
@ pro id dowa by A 
of ew that 


to Udny vx. Ui (1 8c. A 
become pe. With waste 


De Barros, ‘it is a well recognized principle 


a tee see ee contract is to be 
”” was binding one him, however 
y b fd that the validity of 

ed according te English law; 


of the domi 
criticized. He 
was to be 





to the Bank. | 


case 
e application was by the 
administratrix, and who claimed a right of retainer for £1 
contended on behalf of the defendant that there was no 
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CUTLER ». NORTH LONDON RAILWAY 00.—Q. B. Dir, Ist April _ 
In this case the the holder of a season ticket 


between Broad- 
and Kew, saw his portmanteau at tor 
ores eeded by a lat 5 sees 
Sb rg a et 
venience re-delivery of lu ofa , 


HATOHARD v. MEGE—Q. B. Div., ist April. 
Sranper or Trrnz—Trave-Mank—Ricut or Executor to Suz. 


This action the defendants for published a libel on 
the laintift in his oe eee aeeclaeit hed 
in habit of selling champagne under his registered trade-mark 
‘‘Delmonico Champagne,” and the defendants published a to 


co 
the effect that they alone were entitled to the use of that name; that they 





BANKRUPTCY CASES. 
Ex parte GODFREY, Re LAZARUS, O. A. No, 1, 25th March. 


Banxauprcy—Oompostrion—Powmr or Covrar ro Ewronce F 
Banxrvproy Act, 1883, ss. 18, 23—Banxavercy Ruias, n, 211, 


she enetion Sp i cont aes the Court of has the 
same power to enforce the provisions _——— to under 
section 1883, has to enforce the 

Tess comerliies Ghani aakanin nolan. Section 18 

weeny Hacer soe ee ee ee 
oh is not to be binding on the : pax nae fr yon 
LE cenee ede et 0 meeting, and is ae ee 7 
this sextion shall be binding’ on all the creditors so tad an tehatas t9 eaep 
section 10, ‘‘ the provisions of a ‘under this may be 
enforced by the court on the of any person interested, and any 
Gometions ie on gees court made on the shall be 
deemed a contempt of court,” 11 provides “if default is 
made in payment of any. oe ay bah pe ae com posi- 
tion . . the court it it poe ‘s — 
ie ee and — . 
ru time after the adjudica- 
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the case of a composition or scheme accepted before adjudication.” By sub- 
court es the composition or scheme, it may make 

an order annulling the ae. by sub-section 3, ‘‘ if default is 
made in payment of any instalment due in — of the composition 
orecheme . . . the court may, if itthinks fit, on application by any 
a interested, adjudge the debtor bankrupt and annul the composi- 
or scheme.”’ Rule 211 of the Bankru Rules, 1886, provides that, 
“where a composition or scheme is sanctioned, and default is made in any 
thereunder, either by the debtor or the trustee (if any), no action 
enforce such payment shall lie, but the remedy of any person nautooss 
shall be by ion to the court.”” In the t case the debtor had 
been a bankrupt, and the creditors is, under section 23, 


Hl 


resolved to accept a composition. The resolution was duly confirmed, and 
‘was approved by the court, and an order was made annulling the adjudi- 
cation. The made default in paying the composition to one of the 


creditors, and the creditor _— to the court for an order that the debtor 
should a de the amount due within fourteen days. Mr. Registrar 
Hazlitt the application. He was of opinion that the power given 
by sub-section 10 of section 18 to enforce the provisions of a composition 
wertne lett to a composition under that section, and that it is not imported 


latter part of sub-section 1 of section 23 into that section, and that | 985" 


the only power when default is made in the ment of a composition 
under section 23 is that which is er ox gived ip sub-section 3—viz., to 
adjudicate the debtor a bankrupt. On the ap it was argued on behalf 
of that the making of an order under sub-section 10 of section 
18 to enforce a composition under that section was one of the ‘‘ conse- 
uences’’ which ensued from the composition, and that therefore the 
ven sub-eection 10 was, by sub-section 1 of section 23, 
into that section so as to enable the court in the same way to 
a composition under section 23. And it was said that the reason 
for ly repeating in sub-section 3 the power to adjudicate the debtor 
a bankrupt in case of default was this, that the debtor, in the case of a 
composition under section 23, having been already adjudicated a bankrupt, 
bankruptcy having been annulled, it might otherwise have been 
the power of adjudication in case of default which is given 
11 of section 18 was not imported into section 23 by the 
— words of sub-section 1. On behalf of the debtor it was urged 
the ‘‘ consequences ’’ referred to in sub-section 1 of section 23 meant 
re nna EN pe of a composition under section 18, such 
as Jor | all the creditors by a composition duly accepted and 
cpeneres did not include the powers given to the court and the liabil- 
imposed on the debtor by section 18 in case of default. And it was 
express repetition in section 23 of the power to adjudicate 

the debtor a bankrupt, while the power to enforce the provisions of the 
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composition was not ited, shewed that the former power only was 
intended to be conf in case of default in the payment of a composi- 
tion under section 


23. 

“Tux Oovrr or Arrzat (Lord Esuer, M.R., and Bown and Fry, L JJ.) 
reversed the decision of the registrar, holding that the power to enforce 
per cone of the composition existed under section 23 just as under 

18. They were of opinion that the making of an order to enforce 
the payment of a composition is one of the ‘‘ consequences”? ensuing 
from a composition under section 18, which is, by sub-section 1 of section 

into a composition under that section, and that the power to 
the debtor a bankrupt in case of default is expressly repeated in 

3 for the reason suggested by the appellant's counsel—viz., to 
the notion that an adjudication could set be made +fter tl e original 
ndication had been annulled. The power to adjudicate was, under 
section 23, as under section 18, an alternative, not an exclusive, power. 
The case was remitted to the registrar to be heard on its merits.—Coun- 
aut, Winslow, Q.0., and Herbert Reed ; Cooper Wiilis, Q.C. Soxtcrrons, 
H. B. Robertson ; Nordon § Lazarus. 


Ez parte GREPE, Re GREPF—O.A. No. 2, 6th April. 
Bawxrvrrcr Arrgzat—Szcvniry ron Cosrs—Powsr or Court To Dispense 
wirn Szcunrrr—Arrzat sy Banxrvuptr—Banxrvrrcy Ruizs, 1886, x. 


131. 
This was an ication by a bankrupt asking the court, under rule 131 of 
1886, to dispense with security upon an appeal 

ted against the refusal of Mr. Brougham to 

of bankruptcy. until the bankrupt had paid the 
. Rule 131 provides that an appel- 
his appeal, deposit £20 as security for 
may in any special case in- 
such security or dispense therewith.” 
with security was that the bank- 
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required.”” Lorzs, L.J., was of opinion that mere inability to find the 
money for the deposit was not a sufficient reason for d tie with it. 
—Counszt, F. Stroud. Soricrrons, H. Kimber, Elliott ¢ Co. 
CASES AFFECTING SOLICITORS. 
Re APPLEBY—Croydon Oounty Court, Judge Lushington, 5th April. 
Unavatsrrep Pracririonzns. 
I¢ will be remembered that in this case (ante, p. 349) a statement was 





made at the sitting of the court on the 16th ult. by Mr. J. sey who 
said that that morning he had four or five cases put into hands on 
behalf of poor persons who were unable to pay a solicitor’s fees, but on 
appearing before the registrar he had oo Se Si ee 
stated that agents could not be permitted to conduct cases. regis- 
trar said his opinion was, and he had been ee Se Treasury, 
that it was illegal and improper for persons not duly q 

in the county courts ‘‘ for fee or reward.”” He 

Mr. Nicol, and he had the authority of the Treasury 

unqualified persons. Section 10 of the County Courts Act, 1856, provided 
that those who _— be heard were persons duly qualified to appear, 
and that ending should be duly authorized, end the view Mr. 
Nicol was that a person was not duly authorized who was acting 
in contravention ofan Act of Parliament. His Honour said he would give 
his decision on the next court day. 


Tuz Jupcs now said: The question for decision is whether, in the 
exercise of my judicial discretion, I ought to allow paid agents, not being 
solicitors, to appear in any case for absent parties, address the court, or 
give any ce for them. In ordinary contentious business paid 
ts have not been allowed to appear, but in undefended cases and 
judgment summonses they have been tacitly permitted to appear for an 
absent plaintiff or an absent defendant, and give evidence of means or 
discuss terms of payment, or both. I think one or two cases of miscon- 
duct on the part of ts have recently come to light. But quite 
recently in an undef case which was being heard before the regis- 
trar, Me. Fox refused to hear Mr. Appleby, a paid agent, who came to 
appear for the absent defendant. He founded his refusal not at all upon 
any objection to Mr. Appleby’s oe or oy es ate on purely legal 

unds. On Mr. Appleby protesting against his ex: on, the registrar 
ee the matter 4 oe es my decision in court. The question con- 
cerns the order of the court, and its due and effective administration of 
justice. It concerns the solicitors who practise here, and some of the 
poorer suitors, as well as the class—I — I must call them—of paid 
agents who thus seek their livelihood. It is quite contrary to the general 
tradition of English law to allow miscellaneous persons to take part in 
the proceedings of courts of justice. Parties may appear and be heard in 
person ; but otherwise only professional persons are allowed to appear, 
and as it is called the courts. These are either ters 
who are subject to a special authority, or solicitors, who are officers of 
the court in which they act, and certainly officers of the Supreme Court, 
and msible to it. The public policy of such exclusive arrangements 
is to uphold the order of every court, to secure a due learning and good 
conduct in those who take part in its proceedings, vechet age h a ns 
suitors from fraud or imposition for worthless services. is, of course, 
does not mean thatall unqualified agents are, as individuals, untrustworthy, 
or that their services are worthless. But as to the general policy and 
of the Legislature, the Solicitors Acts and the Stamp Act leave 
no Toubt whatever. Thus, the Solicitors Acts of 1843 and 1860 provide, 
in effect, that any person not a solicitor, who sha'l commence or defend 
apy action or sue out any process in the county court, shall not only be 
incapable to recover any fee or reward by action, but shall be punish- 
able as for a contempt of court, and shall also be liable to a penalty’ of 
£50. So the Stamp Act of 1870 enacts that every person who, not holding 
a sulicitor’s certificate, directly and indirectly acts as a solicitor in any 
court, shall forfeit the sum of £50. Paid agents, then, not oa 
but acting as such in any of the ways named, are under the of the 
law. So the County Court Acts —- ly of the party or his 
attorney. In the case of be or money he oo: bor bee o 
registrar, the expression used is: ‘some authori the 
defendant to appear for him” (Act of 1867, ss. 16, 17). The latest 
general enactment bearing on the subject is the County Courts Act, 1882, 
8.2: **No other than a solicitor of the 8 Court shall be 
entitled to have or recover any fee or reward for appearing or acting on 
behalf of any other in any ee See court.”” I now 
come to the special 
a It is in these jay : “Tt shall re penne sg eon 
or other proceeding, or for an attorney in one 
courts of record, being an attorney acting 
party, but not an attorney retuined as an advocate 
attorney, or for a barrister retained by or on behalf of the , on either 
side, but without any right of exclusive or pre-audience, or, by leave of the 
judge, for any other person allowed by the judge to appear instead of the 
, to address the court, but subject to such regulations as the judge may 
rom time to time the business of 
the court.” It appears to me that this 
eg that may apply not to one 


privil or unprivileged, having audience in the court ; rules, in fact, to 
audience—for 


regulate the general right of instance, as to the right of 


reply. prea ey pn oh jad Oe ae 
persons, un persons, allowed appear 
party an tes const. In other words, auth leave to to te 


as a special indulgence in the circumstances of the case, and the 
j is to exercise his legal, his judicial discretion. Now it is, I believe, 
the practice of all county courts to sallow the wife of the tiff or the 
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April 16, 1887. 








thongh Shave Raper | nee aS ee ot ge 
who, as stand there before me, if not under the 

the Tenge y te under its marked Gnsuengetiedl. I “i ay teste hen 
tinction between the ordinary contentious business and undefended cases 
and judgment summonses. I therefore feel it my duty not toallow in 
psy to agents to appear or address the court, or give evidence for 
absent parties. 

Counsel for the Incorporated Law Socisty, Mr. F. W. Hortams, 


SOLICITOR STRUCK OFF THE ROLLS. 
6th April—Wiii1am Srerxen Faance (Wigan). 


a 








LAW SOCIETIES. 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


The following circulars have been issued to all the members of the | be 


society :— 
**Sprcran Muerixe in June, 1887. 


“yz to inform you that in pursuance of & emg eek pegs ly 
meeting held in York in October last, it has been d to hold, in 
London, on the 7th and 8th of June next, the usually held in 
the provinces annually in October. The proceedings be as follows : — 

‘‘Tuesday, the 7th June.—The president of the Incorporated Law 
Society will take the chair at 11 o’clock, and the vice-president will 
deliver the address which, if the meeting had not been anticipated, he 
would have delivered in October. This will be followed by the a 
of papers contributed by members of the society. The meeting 
adjourn from 1.30 to 2.30 for luncheon, and close at 4.30. 

** Wednesday, the 8th June.—The meeting will be resumed at 11 a m., 
when the reading of papers and discussions thereon will be continued. 
The meeting will adjourn from 1.30 to 2 30 for luncheon, and close at 
4.30 


‘* Tf you propose to read a paper, J shall be obliged if you will inform me 
the title and eae of it by the 2nd of May. The itself should 
be placed in my hands on or before the 16th of May, in order that it may 
be printed for circulation at the earliest moment after the close 
of the proceedings. 


“ Subject to the control of the president of the Incorporated 
Society, each member attending the will be at to A 
and to vote upon any matter under ; but all utions ex- 


pressive of the sentiments of the meeting will be framed in the form of 
recommendations or requests to the council to take the subjects of such 
resolutions into their consideration. 

“The preparation for the reception of ths country members of the 
Incorporated Law Society will necessitate the occupation of the Law 
Society’s Hall for this purpose. The meeting will, therefore, be held at 
the Freemasons’ Tavern, Great Queen-street, W.C.”’ 


‘*Sprorat Gansrat Mererinc mv Apri. 


‘*In pursuance of the resolution passed at the adjourned annual general 
meeting held on the 15th of July, 1881, to the effect that of the 
society should be held in Jenuary and April, I am directed to you 
that a special general meeting of the members of the society will be held 
in the hall of the society on Friday, the 29th inst., at two o’clock pre- 
cisely, to consder the subjects hereinafter mentioned, and of which notice 
has Coon duly given : 


‘‘Mr. Samuel Day will move the confirmation (in — of the 
special 


Club Rules No. 41) of the following regulation at gene- 
ral ean the society held on the 28th of January, 1887 :—‘ That the 
following be added to the ee of the Law Society Club:—The 


committee, notwithstanding anything to the contrary in these rules, shall 
have power, subject to the approbation of a majority of the members 
voting at a general meeting specially called for the purpose, to elect 
honorary member any person not ng a member oi the 
Law Society, but that the number of such mem bers not at 
any time exceed twenty, and that such election be for a period not 
exceeding two years, with power of re-election.’ 
“Mr. Charles Ford will move :— 
(1) This meeting, whilst recognizing the oul Rees of the council 










read by Mr. F. K. 
fei ss 
at such meeting, 






on the of levy.” 
*(9) That the fees and charges in each case should be taxed by 
subject to “4 


LAW ASSOCIATION. 
At a meeting of the directors, held at the hall of the Incorporated 
Society, Chanticy-lant, on Suauaier, 


Law 
the 7th —the being 
‘ un., Dod, 


j 


; Styan 
death of the secretary, Mr. Alfred 
pnd a Done aoe pF en nee 


i 
E 
; 


! 
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in the small grants recently made to Li ewcastle-on-Tyne | 5#me, and he was , and the ordinary 
for educational purposes, is of opinion that these and similar sunssel bustnses wes Wiegand: 
should be larger in amount, and should be made without the reais 
— Sugeest be the ne, io ita “i HALIFAX INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
*(2) That the interests of solicitors public require 
public lega) appointments, from which solicitors are at pe ata penta on The an of this was held on Wednesday 


should be thrown open to them.’ 
‘(3) That the present practice of striking the names of solicitors off 
the rolls involves the society in much unnecessary expense, and it is 
detiimental to the reputation of the profession; and council are 
instructed to seek legislative sanction for leaving it — to the 
society to — such applications by summons in judges’ bers, with 
the 


right of 
‘ (4) That the interests of the society require that at least one of 
should be 


at 
appointed annual m held in the evening.’ 
* Mr, Melville will move :— 

_ Tak 2 commeniaten be eppelntel to-censtier et Sea ae e- 
ments of the October meetings, and particularly as to choice of ; 
selection of readers end epeckers, uniting length of apessiinn, ent geile 


g 


M. H. Rankin, J. R. and 
Renn i Argh pees Peso 
Longbottom, W. H. ha tigie. pions yor 





from the members present. . 
Tho Sioutns ane celia commttins, 
foorporaun? As tee ee ee ae 
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O50 en meeting, has been printed, and the society 
of Certificate Duty The coamitton have given their su 
¢ and signified vs i 


of the Bills now before Parliament for this object. 
.—-Although the room taken by the society is in every way 
edapted for the formation of a good library, and has been fitted up with a 
view to used for this object, the committee have been unable to 
progress in this matter beyond the taking in of the law 
reports and law journals for the past year, and the purchase of a few good 
committee hoped sya able Le nee, soe compensa 
reports belonging to them to be removed to the iety’s 
Finance Committee of the co ion could not 
le to the request, having comm with several 
and not being able to find a precedent. The committee desire to 
obligations to those members of the society who have so 
lent various sets of the older reports. The committee have con- 
complaints by members of the society as to the small amount of 
the ren has done; and meg & they have given careful con- 
to all matters brought under their notice, they are strongly of 
the can never be a success unless a first-class is 
and then some annual benefit will thus accrue to every 
profession which will make it really worth his while to 
ber. The committee have been hampered hout by a 
funds, as, beyond one or two offers, there has been no response to 
lications for subscriptions for this purpose. There is not a com- 
of in the town, and the want is ay | felt by the 
profession, as of many e sive standard text-books. The committee 
recommend the issuing of debenture stock for the formation of a library 
Commensurate with the requirements of the profession—a course 
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more 
which are given to understand has been very successful in other | Co 


towns. have carefally selected a list of books, consisting of com- 

plete sets reports, statutes, and standard text-books, and got in a 

considerable number of tenders for the same, and find, in order to place 

efficient library on a satisfactory basis, they will require a sum of £350 

or £400. They consider there ought to be little or no difficulty in raising 

this sum on four per cent. debentures amongst the members of the profes- 

as there be a yop ghey security, which will be increased 

y by the addition of new books bought from the proceeds of the 

subscriptions. There are about 60 members of the profession in 

the town, of whom about 40 intimated their willingness to become 

of the society, and this would produce an annual revenue of £70, 

er payment of rent and debenture iaterest, would leave a sum 
the purchase of books and expenses of the society. 
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LEGAL NEWS. 


APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Wi11am Garsn, solicitor (of the firm of Nodder & Gater), of 
Salisbury, has beep appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the 
jpreme Court of J a 


Mr. Joun Coxz Fow.zn stipendiary magistrate at Swansea, has been 
elected First Vice-Chairman of the Glam Quarter Sessions. Mr. 
Fowler is the second son of Mr. William Tancred Fowler, of Derby, and 
was born in 1815, He was educated at Rugby and at Pembroke College, 
Oxford, where he graduated third class in in 1837, and he was 
SLigundliaty magistrate oc Monthy? Tyuitl trom 1859 til 1870, when he wa 

yr m , when he was 
stipendiary magistrate at Swansea. 


His Honovr Junez Gwuxym Wriu1ams has been elected Second Vice- 
Chairman of the Glamorganshire Quarter Sessions. 


Mr Wun Dosinson (of the firm of Dobinson & Watson), of Carlisle, 
has Bove enprinted Treasurer for the County of Oumberland, to act 
a 5 his father, Mr. Henry Dobinson. Mr, W. Dobinson was 
a solicitor in 1884. 


Mr. Evwarnp Mancuant Onatznon, solicitor, of Abingdon, has been 
a ager ard to the Abingdon Highway Board, in succession to the 
- Mr. Alfred Durling Bartlett. Mr. enor was admitted a solicitor 


Mr. Epwanp Cressweit Peeve, solicitor ee the firm of Peele & Peele), 
of Shrewsbury, has been appointed by the High Sheriff of Shropshire 

a a be Under-Sheriff of that county for the ensuing 
year. Mr. P. is town clerk of: Shrews 
county He was admitted a solicitor in 1868. 


Mr. Gzonos Anrnony Panraivos, solicitor (of the firm of Partridge & 
Wilson), of Bury St. Edmunds, has been ngs heen per e| 
° . William Edmund Image) to be Under-Sh of that 
county for the ensuing year. Mr. P e was admitted a solicitor in 


2 


He is clerk to the county magistrates at Bury St. Edmunds, and 
he partner, Mr. Rowland Holt Wilson, is pe 
for the borough. 


s Cazaste Kex1ocx, solicitor and notary, of Totnes, has been 
spend te High Sheriff of Devcnshire (Mr. Jobn Blyth Coham 
to be Under-Sheriff o that county for the ensuing year. Mr. 
Kellock admitted a solicitor in 1845. 


coroner and clerk of the peace 


bury, and clerk to the | 2 


of Gloucester, has been 
(Sir Lionel Edward 
ensuing year. Mr. Coren 


Mr. Jouw Sr. Crare Urrow, solicitor (of the firm of Wilkinson & 
Upton), of Market D , has been ted Olerk to the Market 
Drayton Board of G Assessment ttee, School Attendance 
Committee, and Rural Sanitary Authority. Mr. Upton was admitted a 
solicitor in 1882. 


Mr. Francis Emrrn, barrister, has been ted a Puisne Judge of the 
Supreme Court of the Gold Coast be-ra ff succession to Mr. Justice 
Macleod, who has been appointed Justice of the colony. Mr. 
Justice Smith is the fifth son of Mr. William Smith, of Sierra Leone. 
He was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in Hilary Term, 1871, an 
he has been for several years chief magistrate at the Gambia. 


Mr. Wit11am Husues Jonzs, solicitor, of Abayeeith, has been ap- 
pointed by the —_ Sheriff of Cardiganshire (Mr. Thomas Price Hughes) 
to be Under-Sh of that county for the ensuing year. Mr. Jones was 
admitted a solicitor in 1878. 


Mr. Frepericx Rotanp Roserts, comet the firm of Roberts, Son, 
& Evans), of Aberystwith, has been by the High Sheriff of Pem- 
brokeshire (Mr. erick Lewis Lloyd Phillips) to be Under-Sheriff of 
that county for the ensuing year. . Roberts is clerk of the peace for 
Cardiganshire. He was admi a solicitor in 1839, 


Mr. Tuomas Gotp Epwanps, solicitor, of nah been a ointed 
by the High Sheriff of Den (Mr. Henry avies Pochia) to be 
Under-Sheriff of that county for the ensuing year. Mr. Edwards was 
admitted a solicitor in 1845. His is registrar of the Denbigh County 

urt. 


Mr. Rosser Mintxrm Wiixzs, solicitor (of the firm of Wilkes & Wilkes), 
of Darlington and Middlesborough, has been La seg a Commissioner to 
administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of Ju i 


Mr. Epcar Boors, solicitor (of the firm of Jubb, Booth, & Helliwell), 
of Halifax, has been appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the 
Supreme Court of J oihietes 


Mz. Cuartzes Epwarp Poruecary, solicitor, of Basinghall-street, 
and of Wallington, has been sugamntes a to administer 
Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Mr. Henry Szwarnp OCownz1t, solicitor (of the firm of Cowdell & Son), 
of St. Antholin’s Chambers, 26, Budge-row, Cannon-street, London, has 
been appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Oourt 
0 " 


GENERAI, 


We learn that two ‘‘agents’’ have been ted by the County 
Courts ent of the Treasury for o money by the false 


pretence that they were officers of the Croydon County Court. - They 
were found guilty on Thursday, the 8th of April, 1887, at the Surrey 
Quarter Sessions, and were sentenced to three months’ imprison- 
ment with hard labour. 


Mr. J. E. Ourteis, solicitor, the absconding clerk to the Stonehcuse 
Local Board, who is charged with issuing forged bonds to the extent of 
£15,000, landed at Plymouth last week, in of easqeent Bright and 
Police-Constable Hannaford, of the Devon County Constabulary, who were 
sent out to Calcutta to bring him home. 


The following is the rota of the masters of the Queen’s Bench Division 
who will bein attendance at Chambers mee ee ee sittings—viz., 
A to F—Mondays, Sr ernantos, one Fridays, Johnson; Tuesdays, 
Thursdays, and Saturdays, Gordon. G to N—Mondays, Wednes- 
days, Master Hodgson ; Tuesdays, Thursdays, and Saturdays, 
Master George Pollock. O to Z—Mondays, Wednesdays, and Fridays, 
age Francis; Tuesdays, Thursdays, and Saturdays, Master the Hon. 


The following are the arrangements made for the 
and divorce causes durin Pe tea oe ae j 
causes will be taken on ee: ee 20, following days—(1) 


Pagan nd (2) matrimonial. Oauses before the court itself 
after the common j causes—(I) probate; (2) undefended 
matrimonial ; (3) jury causes will 





Mr. Evwanp Wirtjau Conzn, solicitor (of the firm of Burrup & Coren), 


April 16,1887, 


ty Oe Beh eet of Cents 
) to be Under- of that county for the 
was admitted a solicitor in 1862. 
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COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rota oF RECISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Date. 


APPEAL 

No. 1. No. 2. 
a gk feos Fymberto Ms. ¥ 
oo Clow . po Se 





COURT, O§ APPEAL. 
Appeal Oourt, I. 
Final and Rauch Dita ae from the 


Queen’s Bench Division, the Probate, 
Divor and Admiralty 
miralty}, and the Queen’ 
Sitting in Bankruptcy. 


Division (Ad- 
8 Bench Division 


App. mots, ex pte—org. 
Tusdy., Apr.19 { mots—and apps from ordrs 
made on interlocutory mots 
ste dbucdé he? alee the Q.B, Final 


Bkey apps & apps from Q B 

2° 23{ Final imal Lint if f necessary 
Pe epee Apps from the Q.B. Final 

Monday...... 25 
ceed j nae 

App. motns, ex pie—org!, 
motas—and apps. from ords 
-27 ¢ made oniatsriocutory mots 
& also apps. from the final 


list if required, 
Thursday ...28 { {228 fom the Q.B. Final 


. Bkoy apps & apps from QB 
Friday. 29 Fina vist i if Seesseny 


Bates —— sevees 
Mon. +» May Ey from the Q.B. Final 
Tuessay .. 


App. mots. ex pte. ona: 
mots.—and apps. from 
Wednsday.. 4 < made on interlocutory mots 
and alse apps from the final 
po if je a 
Thursday .. from Q B Final List List 
and apps from 
Friday +0 of ae List if necessary 
Setarday .. 7 
Monday .... o| Apps from Q B Final List 
Tuesday ...10 


An - ex plte,—orgl. 
apps. from 
Wednesday 11 oa 4 on interlocu- 
tory motns and also appe. 
fiom final list if required 


Thursday ..13...Apps irom Q B flual y ae 

; apps and spps 
Friday vol f Q B @inal list if necessary 
Satday, «++.14 


Monday 2018 pps from Q B final list 


le everecees App. mots, ex Png. 


Wednesday 18 / made on ocutory mots 
— » sees from final list 


Thurs. .«. 19, -agpe from @ 2 fal it 
‘apps a) from 
Friday, »-»- -20 | @ B final list if necessary 
— 21 
38} appe from @ B tna it 
mr App. motns. ex pte—Orgl. 
ns.—and apps.from ords 
Wednesday 25 Sti esis ta 


an 


Riity from 
Thursday Ree ps front QB final let 
a from 
Friday 2.0027 sieee Et tna tt Geena 
N.B.—Admiralty ls, with 
are taken on specially apne days. 
Appeal Court, II, 


Final and interlocutory mopeas from the 

Chancery, and Probate, Divorce, and 

y Divisions (Probate and Di- 

vorce), and the County Palatine and 
Stannaries Courts, 


App. mtns. = 
Tasdy., Apr. wf ear a, mots 


Ra the canny 


gt 
Paarday At ares 


Wed, .,...0+ 
= 





APPEAL COURT Hs, Justin 


: ™Gurrrr.” 





Mr. Beal, Mr. 
Pagh 
Beal 
Pagh La 
Mr. Justice * ‘ustice 
praca SS 
Pem! 
Bates sc. Apps rem the 
se Ble oe spon | 
7 oe gy ~~ 
Wednesday 27 {orders made on interloca- 
froma guanral ts if vequleee 
Thursday “ie 
¥ +sse%*( apps from the Ohancery 
ARE a9 a 
Tuesday... 3. 


Wednesday 4 made on in’ mots 
oy ee apps from 
af required, 
Palatine Apps, and 
Thursday .. 5 {if necessary from the 


pater ecee : 
Reg! i idee 
Monday pala 


eeee 


Praeee wld 
Priday .,..1 


N.B.—L Petitions (if any) are taken 
every Monday at 
Finvel ech Geaianation 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION, 


Chancery Court, I. 
Ma. Jvsrion KAY, 

y. Aes Mots. adj sumns, & gen pa 
‘Wetaanday 2 ‘3h | General paper 


Pay Beton, af eames pe 


Wed.,.... om General paper. 


cam 





Welasken ai 
oa erty sums, & gon. ps 
"0 | Saturday lt} oe cums, 








labetas meee 
Weinesday 11 ; 


Tasdy, Apr is. Motions and non wits list 
Teaming”. | Hon wit et 





Pridey +... . 6... Motions and non wts list 
Pets (unopposed), sht. sont 


— - Sea 





Saturday wat f 


i ff 
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un 


fi 


f Torco el 
ce et a ae suns 
We coated # oman now 

Coed FA St ta, 


Mtas and adj ems 
1... Bat caus, pts, &adj ams 


a 


Thur, -., 12 
pan. Meas fo plndy. Cy a 


Monday ....18 
Tass, ......+0 Vv General Paper 


Wed, so eeel8 
Thureday .. 





Mon. «cove {eee in chambers 
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WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gasette.—Fniway, April 8. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LaMrren In CHANCERY. 


Speen Pansen ‘TION, LIMITED. , J., has fixed A) 19, at 11, at 
churavfor the appcisocn! FTE eed glia = cig 
ANGLO-MonTana 


Luarep.—Petn for rwisding & 
San Git Jewry worn 8° posoer 7" on Saturday, A: 


Beysamin Evans & Petn f 
aaa ea oat before Stirling, J.,on Saturday. Sat Satanion k prit’ Gib Ghee & AVinite 
at. s —— be, Newport, Mon., Solows for aww wt 


Cas Petn for winding up, presen April 1, 
Se be heesd beter Herth oO" on Saturday, april 28. ol & Oo., 
agh 


vey renneel Ae Aaa 





Rol 
= inn sar Surrt for Ansell & Ashford, am. solors for petner 
Series. J, has, an order dated Feb 25, ap- 
Lg tata ype 
~ ’ an a) , & if) 
Charles Cates act, inabry y pavement, to be efile} liquidator 
HUDPERSFIELD 


BuritpiIn INVESTMENT Luairep.—By order 
made by Onitey, J, dated March 26. it was ordered that the 3g Voluntary winding 


be continued. J: ues & Co, Ely or Hall & 
» Huddersicld, solors 1 ge 


a the 
White cpetane 
Mount M coaan (Seer) Oo ) Gorp Mrz, Luaren.— Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented April 6. tapers before Kay, J, on Saturday, Apr 23. 
Old J Saevaaloin ier 
Moun? Mon 
sented 


ORGAN once Gop M Inz, Liwrrep.— Petition for winding up, _ 
to be heaedl before Kay, J., on Saturday, April 23 


6, 
aBaells Go: George Sg ooh ye aenaeepears 


odden & Co & Co, Old Jewry, 


AND SWANSCOMBE CKFIELDS Co, LiuiTeD.— P+ tition for Yinties 
“ye yyy pe hy J.,0n Saturday, April 23. 
, Fin pavement, solor for or 

NLIMITED IN 


oF prog bey 5D DARDGRRMEN OF THE MANOR 


Kznt.—By an > ooder made by Kay, J., dated 
sn was ee thas ie com be wound up. Warren & Co, 
Hour Mourr Bsrare. tion for winding 


NITED ORDER OF ODDFELLOWs, Lord Nel- 
son Inn, New York, Billington. apili nogesy 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY. Bey, Apes ts. 
JVINT STOCK COMP. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
Bret SOs, Leen By an order made by Ohitty, J » dated March 26, it 
ordered that the the company be wound up. Montagu, ’Bucklersbury, solor 


Baririsu Ataris Company, Limrrep.—Petn for vind Srepeated 4 ril 1 
directed to be heard before Stirling, J.,on April Watson, wir tan’ 


solor for 
Lorpon DwELiines Co, LimtTED.—Stirling, J., tA Sued Friday, April 
#3 0012. at his chambers. for appointment an of ili 
ORTHERN IMITED.—Chitty, J., my eat Thursday, April 21, 
at 14, at his chambers, for F appointment of liquida 
—Chitty, J., he fazed ‘Thucsday, A Ti ab Tm, ob ble chemboes, toe 
s fix rt hy: 12, at rs, for 
appointment of official Hquidator pri 2 
YorxsHiInE TANNERY ty ay LuatTep.—Chitty, J.. has fixed 
eturday, April %, af 12, at bis chambers, for sppoiatment of 0 cial liquidator 


LiMrrep in CHANCERY. 
Lapcsgeren Hovuse LimITeED.—By an order made b 
Vice 
up. ” 


lior, dated April 4, it pS pee ye phates 

. was be woun 
Liverpool, solor for petners 

UNLIMITED In CHANCERY. 


Kevan, Acresfie!d, Bolton. Fiiday, Ma 7, at halt-yeut eleven, ie ppointed 
‘ ’ =" a) 
udicating upon the debte'and claims 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Landy tet Pant hg 
ALLax, Taomas Rosrxsox, Middle Temple ‘Mars 
BaRNerr, Firzroy, Biggleswade, Bedford, Eeq. May 14. Walters & 
needa snes Aue, Redhill. May 3i. Lattey & Hart, Devonshire eq, Bishops- 
Back, Connaught sq. Mayi. Plunkett & Leader, St. Paul’s charch- 


Buanwatt, Rosser, Hope, Derby, Farmer. May 7. Bagshawe & Hall, Sheffield 
Pees, Basar, Cheetale, Lancaster, Gent. April 23. Boddington & Hall, 
the Hon. ALG Ww: 

CargEL. ier 8. foe Oo, Tem mince aldegrave park rd, 
Cory, 'e Cory, Clifden, Galway. y 20. Whites & C1, Budge row, 
Dumwoure Youn, Pilkingtoo, Lancaster, Esq. May 5. Grundy & Co, Man- 


tia teeents: epeemem, May 12, Young & Co, Essex st 
Se pee. West Deighton. May 16. Emanuel & Simmonds, Finsbury 


GO oa. Fendicton, . Lancaster, Gent. April 23. Boddington & Hall, 
Samvust, Yardley, Worcester,Gent. May 21. King & Ludlow, Birming- 
J. Portland st, Cavendish sq, Corn Dealer. May 14. Justice, 


Hares, Soruia, Beth. May 7. Rooke, Bath ; 

Hewrrr, Gzoraz, Kidderminster, Chemist. May 15, Talbot, Kidderminster 
Huwt, Ann, Odcombe, Somerset. May 13. Newman & Co, Yeovil 
Huwrun, Gzonez, York, Engineer. May 21. Proctor, York 


28. + ee & Oo, Surrey st, 





Jacunos, Rosune Wasp. Ts Inverness terr, Bayswater, Esq. May 19. Johnson & 
ca. > Faeute, Pethoret rd, Holloway, Tobacsonist. June 14. Hovwarl, 


JERVO bwen Brana Upper Gloucester Dorset sq, Maj May 12, 
Pai & Co, Lincoln's ine fields pb 7 = es 
Kemp, Harriet, Cheetham, Lancaster. April 23. Boddingt n & Hall, Man- 


ches iter 
Krmeey, Saapenene, Lubenham, Leicester. June 5. Nicholson, Mark +t Hvr- 


boroug 
LANE, imum Ursvuta, Bath. May 2. Wickings-Smith & Son, Lincoln’ sian 
Mamet? ard ney Treworgey, Cornwall, Esq. May 2. Ohilds & Sn, 
MoDavoatt, is Rae ee Tees, Canon of Wiachester. May®. L we 
— in gatdena, Temple 
wsouuk, te GzorcE W: Gent. April 30. Brown & Ainsworth, St ck- 


NicHorson, Henry, College hill, Cannon st, Gent. June 1. Nicholson & Grah +m, 
College hill, Cannon st 
P. bg eed Bqaan DOR Cockshot hill, Reigate, Esq. June &. Bie«itt & 
Gra 
Park, eng Teddington, Esq. July 4. New & Oo, Evesham 


Peake, HENRY, Sleaford, Solicitor. July 1. Peake & Co, Sleaford 
see -< ~ *')- preeretsreny Hyde Park gdns, Esq. Mayi8. Burgoy.c:& 


PICKARD, JEREMIAH, Otley, York, Hosier. May 1. Fawcett & Co, Otley 
Procrek, Janet, Dewsbury, York. May 2i. Procter, York 
Roserts, Matitpa, Fulbourn, Cambridge. May 16. Francis & Johnson, Austin 


eons ee Undercliffe, Bradford, Shopkeeper. May 31. Greaves & Tay'or, 
oOo, Ligeola’s fat elds MiIcHAEL, Horndean, Southampton. June30. Pollock & 


SHEWARD, SaMUEL Brisco, Green st, Park lane. May 23. Sismey & Si-m y, 
Serjeant’s inn, Fleet 3 st 

SLY, a he Stratton St Margaret, Wilts, Builder. May 7. Kinneir & T »mbs, 

Sreezt, Josern, Breightmet, Lancaster, Carrier. May 21. Bailey, Boltor 

STEEL, W1L11AM, Sheffield, Dealer in Game. May 15. Branson & Son, Sheffield 

TaYLor, Ape, Seunt gesvin, Antigua, West Indies. July6. Hores & Puttis- 


son, 
WATSON, JAMES, - York, Farm Labourer. May 3, Barker & Ha: grave, 
Watson, Juti1a Coarntorrse, Newbiggin, Northumberland. May i4. Griffith 


. Newcastle upon 
Weston, Janz, Meonstoke, Hants. May 10. Evershed & Shapland, Brighton 


Wargo, Hannan, St Thomas’s Trees, Stafford. May 14. Thacker & Cu'l» 
headie 
Wootprincz, Jonn, Gower st, Gent. May 31. Leslie G. Powell, Hesex st 


Woo.novueH, ARTHUR, Carlisle, Medical Assistant. May 3. Copeman & | a:lell, 
Youn, Janz, Birkenhead. May 5. Killey, Liverpool 

Youn, Persr, Liverpool,Gent. May 5. Killey, Liverpool 

PINKERTON, EDWARD JAMES, Richmond, Surrey. Mayi2. Sharpe & Co, New ct 








BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 


London Gasette.—FRipayY, April 8. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
sume, © 7a niin Pore West Ham, Dealer in Sweets. High Court. Pet 
™, HENRY, Brewer. Halifax. Pet Aprils. Ord Aprils 
Bassa, BAponqoen, Golborne rd, Upper Westbourne pk, out of business. 
Barons, Wothtnu ‘Een Be a tl Devon, Oarpenter. East 
Pet March 17. Ord Avril 5 
ayer Henry, West Bmpr d ur Wantage, Berks, Baker. Oxford. Pet 


Ord April 2 
ee at EDWARD, Munster Park, Fulham. High Oourt. Pet Feb 2%. 


Bupogoon , Bonar, Widnes, Lancashire, Baker. Liverpool. Pet April4. Ord 
Brep, JaMEs THomas, Clacton on Sea, Plumber. {Colchester. Pet April 4. 


BRoMBY, , King’s Bench walk, Barrister at law. High Court. 
’ - 
Ord Apnlé é 


Buargy. WR Pan, Roche’ ter, Foret Hil rd, Manager to Provision 
Merchant. High Court. Pet March?. Ord 
CADDELL, ARCHIBALD W: Glerkenweli green, Victualler. High 


Court. Pet A ba age Fd 
Carns, WILLIAM, ‘Biorpet Northumberland, Cartman, Newcastle on Tyae. 


Pet 4. 
ig tom ” “ ~ 
Davunt, EMILY Exseh, Mastbourne, Art Needlework Dealer. Eastbourne and 
Lewes. Pet April 1. Bafioley Can Me 
Day, pg bs pee Merchant. Great Yarmouth. Pet Ap il5. 


boc AEE, sang, atin, Whew omen Pet April 4. 
Doves, Wikthe, West Ccbes, Gemensct, Baber. Yeovil. Pet April 6. Ord 
Sige = Nene ena Leicester. Pet April 5. 
Rave Woollen Cloth Manufacturer. 

ne : Bedford, Confectioner. Luton, Pet 
mfr ay, Ae Newtown. Pet April 4. Ord April 4 
haat Rept. Corkem 98, Hackney, Cabinet Maker. High Oourt. 


Ord 
ier er . a NR Rg i Wrezham. Pet April 


Pa eeT ees pecs naam, ome ce Oxford: Pet April 2. 
Pom, Bears a 5 Norfolk, General Shop Keeper. Norwich. Pet 


Re ty 
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April 16, 1887. 














Founp, At¥Frup, Poole, Draper. Poole. Pet April5. Ord April 5 
Fow1zn, James, Newbury, Berks, Baker. Newbary. Pet April5. Ord April 5 
Fraser, Donatp, Longfield, Dartford, Wine Merchant. Rochester. Pet April 


Ord April 4 
Fasenen, Waleaam: ect Bat Dereham, Wontethy Dissating Siviater, Norwich. 


Pet March 19. Ord April 4 
Gace, Joun, Cardiff Outfitter. Oardiff. Pet April4. Ord April 4 


uae Quaremn, West Brighton, Grocer. Brighton. Pet April 5. Ord 
Handaeava, Joun, Bradford, Wood Dealer. Bradford. Pet Aprils. Ord 
a Wreztax, Willenhall, Stafford, Lock Manufacturer. Wolverhampton. 


Pet April 4. April 4 
eee Bea EE hace eben. Shines. ities 
Bawa, | me Bradford, Wool Merchant, Bradford. Pet April 5. Ord 
vans, Pune, West Bromwich, Staffordshire. Builder. Oldbury, Pet April 
HUTCUINSON, ‘Jom, ae pNP Ie Farmer.- Nottingham. Pet 
P 
UTCHINSON, Mark lane, Hemp Merchants 
High Court. Pet Apel 6. "Ord A April 6 ae 
ae, 1, Mt VF arwick. Pet April4. Ord April 4 
Jonzs, EBENEZER, Carnarvon, Pei Bangor. Pet Aprilé. Ord April ¢ 
Jomm, 3 Lye Queen Victoria st, Financial Agent. High Court. Pet Feb 9. 
Joume, “Eewtss > Daven Welchpool, Montgomeryshire, Grocer, Newtown. Pet 


April 5. Ord April 5 
Jom, va MerreEpitx, Tredegar, Mon, Grocer. Tredegar. Pet April 5. 


Kane, Cosmatsuy Dee park, Essex, Boot Manufacturer. High Court. Pet 
ime, yee Sissons, Norwich, Seedsman. Norwich. Pet April 6. Ord 


Lorr “iouas Tomy, Grove rd, Mile End, Upholsterer. High Court. Pet April 
ril 

res Havnaar, Crewe, Builder. Nantwich and Crewe. Pet April 4. Ord 

MoMAnus, James Joseru, Harrogate, Tailor. York. Pet April4. Ord April 4 

Moxtzey, GzorGz, Newport, Mon, Grocer. Newport, Mon. Pet April 4. Ord 


Nuauw, James, Sheffield, Cowkeeper. Sheffield. Pet Aprilé. Ord April ¢é 
Oaxzs, ARTHUR, Birmingham, Surgeon. Birmingham. Pet April5. Ord April5 
Parker, Tomas, Deptford, Grocer, Greenwich. Pet April5. Ord April5 


PassEY, Coantge Haway, Albert st, Victuria sq, Artist. High Court. Pet 
PEA Tuo Sad Darlington, Lebousen, Stockton on Tees and 
=" Oe aril 8 Gi sont 


Purupore, Jou Janz, Swans mba, awk’ Geeees: hidanbes, Web dael & 


Rasen Rozsert, Canterbury, Plumber. Canterbury. Pet April 5. Ord 
Rosse, ane, , Barnsley, Yorks, Tobacconist. Barnsley. Pet April5. Ord 

Bran, <A. Edmund oo Ae Alderagate st, Manufacturers’ Agent. High Court, 
SPRING, Faroancx Quonan "Bondy, Beds, out of business. High Cou:t. Pet 


A Ord April 5 
erangton, GEORGE, iarhet, Deeping, Lincolnshire, Brewer. Peterborough. 
Pet Apil4. Ord A 


Tonnes, | wastAN. South Bhields, Builder. Newcastle on Tyne. Pet April 6. 
Taavane, . sean APLin, Dorchester, Auctioneer. Dorchester. Pet April 6. Ord 
P 
The following Amended Notices are qabattented for those published in the 


London Gazette of a 
Taeetas, Bermam ‘s Hoenn Fe Festiniog, Meri ire, Painter. Bangor. Pet 
Hanson, AnpERrs, South Btsokton, Y _Inabecoes. Stockton on Tees and 
Middlesborough. Pet a So raorse 


AFFLECK, JAMES. Knottingley, Yorke Mee Denier, April 15 at 11, Off Reo, 
Bond ter. Wakefiel: 
Asuton, HENRY, Halites Brewer. Aprili9ati1. Off Rec, Halifax 


Atkinson, Law, Leeds, Cloth Finisher. April 20at11. Off Reo, 22, Park row, 


Banners, WavrER, Chelmsford, Grocer. April 16 at 10.80. Shirehall, Chelmsford 


BLAce, ASASATSER, Oxford, Agent. April 18 at 11.30. Off Rec, 1, St Aldate’s, 

> 

Dassen FREDERICK — Clee, Lines, Fisherman. April 20 at 12, Off Rec, 
8, Haven st, Gt Grims 

BUREAGE, FREDERIO, East Rudbem, Norfolk, Baker. April 20at11. Off Rec, 8, 


ous We eee ame gpa Oartman. April 18 at 11. Off 
CaLow, Guonen, Liverpool, Tobacconist. April 19 at 2. Off Reo, 35, Victoria st, 
Cnarrenrom, Taoxas Huzwry, Sheffield, Tobacconist. April20ati2. Off Rec, 
Coubnan, s, E Joum, Tunbridge Wi Wells, Bookseller. April 20 at 2.90, Bankruptey 
Coox. ALFRED, Boattord, Essex, Baker. April 19 at 12, 38, Carey st, Lincoln's 
Coon, FREDERICE, ft, Xermenth, Builder. April 19 at 10. Lovewell Blake, 
Oocess, ‘momas Hunry, Southsea, Builder. April 18 at 8.90. 166, Queen st, 


urtsea 
Cornet rus, James, Weston i caper Mare, Confectioner. April 15at2. Railway 


Hore), W 
Onaraen, Pumbanscx = Aik Gloucestershire, Coach Builder. 
April 22 at 2.30. Off Rec, Bank 
Day, _ cones, Suff.Ik, Coal Merchant. April 16 at12. Off Reo, 8, King 
orw 
Diccens, SAMUEL, Cambridgeshire, Wheelwright. April i8ati2. Off 
Dove hes. 6, Petty Jay +» 
cc, Birmingham 


Dovatpiii mes. “On 
fhimeoer, Letlocster, Boot Manufacturer. April 22 at 12. 28, Friar 


Leicester 
Deus, Ser Cerwanes Kowesteth, Galea, Gaede: April 16 at 11. Off Rec, 


Doni Was Be Leonards on Sea, Upholsterer. April 200618. Bank- 








fl 6 ab 8, 100, Victoria st, Wost- 
Norton, Gansesh lines Reaper. April 16 at 11.29, 
rae td tows, Victua'ler. April 19 at t2. Baakruptcy 


gy, a Aptil 19 ab 1.82, Off Reo, Salisbary 
rartigh gi abe Dartford, Wine Merchant. April 20 at12. Of Reo, 
Faumuan, Wi 


retary April 20 at 
pom Oa Bee pt Builder. “April M1 at i!, Bank- 
‘s ina 
16 at (2, 
amar 1 ue cienieth Rip tbetintndane April 


ee ye ee yy 
Goongaye. pe Russa, Beliyd/ ee Seen April 23 at 4. County Court, 
Rios oa . April 32 at 11. Bankruptey bidgs, 
cuod Fre oe Keeper. April 16at 2.90, Talbot Hotel, 
me ee eran April 21 at 11.30, Off Reo, 
nent Of Lock Manufacturer. April 18 at 
HESELTINE, JEFFREY, orks, Farmer. April 21 at 11.15, Off Reo, 8, 
sit es ak ot Town. April 90 at 11, 88, Carey st, Lincoln's 


Howane Tomas, Liverpool, Painter, April 19 at 3, Off Reo, 35, Victoria st, 


bldgs. Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn 
JowEs. Davi, Welshpool, Montgomeryshire, Grocer. April 19 at 1 
Off Lianid’ 


Kise, Gaswt Onsatan, no fined adede, Dreger. April 23 at 2. County Court, 
Kina, W424 Gamemn, Merwish, Revtonan. April 16 at 1. Off Reo, 8, King st, 


sLinegia ie Helga . April 20 at 2.90. Bank- 

Lee ea tea Sage 20 at 11.90, Off Reo, 74, 
: at 

Langit, Tons Cooks, Se pemaenaes. Agee 2.30. Bankruptcy 

Hewry Roczes, Queen Victotoria st, Filter Maker. Apr 19 at 11 


Lipscomss, H=we’ 
Lavemay, wut + pean tein Apr #8 et 2.30. Townhall, 


wet ee row, Spitalfields, Grocer. Apr 22at2.30. 33, Carey st, 
Marrmor, onGe, St Paul's rd, Bow, Mattress Maker. Apr%0at 11. 39, Oarey 
Maysury avfaubunt, Crewe, Obéshire, Builder. Apr 9 at10.45. Royal Hotel, 


Crewe 
John’s W: M1 at 12, 
Man, Sey, See ‘se Wood, Carpenter. Apr 33, 


Meway Wnatay, Priacain oh, Clty v6, Otinet Seine. Apr @ at 11. 


M‘Manus, J cues JOSEPH, Harrogate, Tailor. Apr 8 at 12; 17, Bake st, York 


Monon. Bas ere ae ee: Apr 15 at 3.30. Off Reo, Ogden’s 
a monen, sowpert, Mon, Grocer. Apr ié at 1. Off Reo, 12, Tredegar 


MOoxLEy, 
N gone, Dalton sa Parnes, Parmar. Apr 15 at 10.90, 2, Paxton terr, 
Paurupruas, Jose, Shefeld, Wheelwright. Apr 18 sb 8. Angel Hotel, 
Pe Se Ee rr Apri9atii. Bankraptcey 
Pum ones Zones, Seenenainns eee Hosen, April 19 at 11.90. Off Rea, 
amo  epomenteeipmns cima April 21 atti. Of 
Gxonon Hiduanp, Leeds, Cloth Manufacturer. April 20.at 12. Off Reo, 
aa} 1) — poms April 20 at 11.90. Off Reo, Figtree 


Rowaliy Wiania Hagar, i Builder. April 20 at i1. 


pi dy aay April 22 at 12. Bankruptey 


Smmow, SB. Bescory ot, Toe EM, ee April 20 at 2.90. 38, Carey st, 


mame cL og ey 


Tacasp Saeym. Lombasd ot, Binentet Agent April 19 at 2.20. 33, 
~anece ; Isle of Wight, Farmer. April i¢ ats. Off 


Lincolnshire, Brewer. April 21 at 12.45. 








one ate Grocer. April 20 at11. Off Reo, Figtree lane, Sheffield 
Tomson, J¢ Traveller, April 18 at 12,90. Off Reo, 
Tomi, Winn, ‘Shields, April 20 at 11. Off Reo, Pink lane, 
Toa. Caanann, Reser, Provision Merchant, April 19 at 12. Bank- 
Uuruger. Hasna on Tees, out of business. April 2i at 12. Of 
| arn ‘Assistant. April 20 at 11. Bank- 


‘8 
a en tena, April 22 at 11 


Wann, Pama, » Yorks, Contractor. April 1 at 11, Off Reo, 




























ag 















402 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. April 16, re 
Waeee, At (en eta), Handawort, sabig Aas Magee April a = ai Horwich, haou, Bricklayer. Bolton. Pet March 16. al 
W. ty AMES WALLACE WATSON Atian Groomse Doveras, sande antes catchy tesiahends Saas High Court. Pet April ¢. Ord 

ographers. ‘April #9 at 11. “off Hes Birmin April 6 
Warsor, Jans WALLACE (sep ep, gatate), Handsworth, Staffo , Litho- rei fiidiosoropehs Bee Agel 8. O84. A Labourer. Stockton on Tees‘and_ 
Ware, As . Joiner, April 15 at 10. 9, Paxton ter, Paraces, Joam JABEZ, Swanscombe, Grocet. Rochester. Pet April 5, 
sien ¥ GrorGs, Barley, Hertfordshire, Grocer. April 20 at 2. Poem, J a DWIx, Balsa Heath, - Worcester, Stationer. Birmingham. Pet 
Nira and — Peers Ajderomnte st, Mantle Manufacturers. | Prest, CHARLES, Salf Baton As Accountant. Salford. Pet March 24. Ord April 6 
we Chelmsford, Buller’ Apil 18 at 3. Anction Mart, Token- ema sata Cantetbary, Plumber. Canterbury. fet April 6. 


re ort, Walthamstow, Cabinet Manufacturer. April 21 at 11. 
bidngs, Lincoln’s inn 

The following Amended af Notice is eabotiiuted fo for that published in the 
Vox, James, Leeds, Fishmonger. April 18 at 3, Off Reo, 22, Park row, Leeds 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
UA1IAM Perers, West Ham, Essex, Dealer in Sweets. th Court. 
yr Eh a 
aeaabet Jan 3 Ont Apes Side, nr Manchester, Turf Adviser. Salford. 
Halifax, Brewer. Halifax. Pet Apr5. Ord Apr 5 


Fria i peer, pout, & Monachorum, Devon, Carpenter. East 
ar 


Stonehouse. Pet M: ° Aprs 
anaes, Past, Wen Hanney, nr Wantage, Baker. Oxford. PetApr?. Ord 


pr? 
Deans, Tema yous, York grove, Queen’s rd, Peckham. High Court. 
r 


Ap 
Buacx, ALEXanpsER, Oxford, Agent. Oxford. Pet Mar5. Ord Apr5 
power Emr Philip lane, Wood st, Belé Maker. High Court. Pet Feb 
, 
FREDERIC, East Rudham, Norfolk, Baker. Norwich. Pet Apré. Ord 


Caserauen, Lzgwis ALEXANDER, Manchester. Manchester. Pet Sept 14. Ord 


Apr 6 
CADDELL, ARCHIBALD WILLIAM. : wen Green, Licensed Victualler. h 
Court. Pet Apr5. Ord Apr 6 Hig 
Garow, Groras, Liverpoul, Tobacconist. Liverpool. Pet Mar 28. Ord Apré 
ate cy yee Northampton, Hairdresser. Northampton. Pet Apr 
D. James, Al dra pk, Wood A 
Grae RP ure Henin ob Woot ere, Cominden eee 
sen 7" Yoxford, Suffelk, Coal Merchant, Gt Yarmouth. Pet Apr5. Ord 


DiocEn, & -Kirtling, Cambridgeshire, Wheelwright. Cambridge. Pet 


April 4. 7 ee 
Dunne? Wy, By Leonard’s on Sea, Upholsterer. Hastings. Pet March 
Rpwapes, pases, ey 4 Be Bermondsey, Licensed Victualler. High Court, 


edie Pee gryn Brmneelwys, Denbighshire, Farmer. Wrexham. Pet 


FEvEMORE, JOHN, Apes Swerford, Farmer, Oxford, Pet April 2. Ord April 2 
Frsu, Pm, Barty Bes, eld, Norfolk, General Shop Keeper. Norwich. Pet 


Foun, Hamner Crave hag = em eaten 2a, Kilburn, out of business. High 
rT 


Saas tie 2, et 
GREEN, : omas, Cheapside, ‘Tailor. High Court. Pet March 16. Ord 
Guxcory, CHARLES FrepEnricx, Barnet, Baker. Barnet. Pet Aprili. Ord April 5 


oy gta Yorks, Beerhouse Keeper. Scarborough. Pet April 1. 

Guy, paren Groncs, Fenchurch st, Timber Merchant. High Court. Pet 
wai. * eae ley, Yorks, Rag Merchant. Dewsbury. Pet March 
East tata Dock rd, Vete 8 High 

Hien, Pet Feb i. ra Als eterinary Surgeon. Hig’ 
ma. Joun, Bradford, Wool Dealer. Bradford. Pet April5, Ord 
Taonas, Sheffield, Boot Maker. Sheffield. Pet March. Ord April5 
ere, Fae Bradford, Wool Merchant. Bradford. Pet April 2. Ord 


HAwLey, er Lo Rotherhithe, Timber Merchant. 
» Gort Pet wetting er High 


mary arch 3 gugnot, Ceuta a Peckham, Commercial Traveller. High Court. 
ma » Yorks, out of business. Barnsley. Pet March 10, 

gum, Nottingham, out of business. Nottingham. Pet March 31. Ord 
Jack, Cheltenham, Jeweller. Cheltenham. Pet March 12, Ord April 4 


Jace, Mere Cbtienban, J Draper. Bangor. Pet April 5. Ord April 6 
vomit, Ord Apel Cellan, Cardiganshire, Farmer. Carmarthen. Pet Jan 
ee se Sissons, Norwich, Séeedsnian. Norwich. Pet April 5. Ord 


a James, Nottingham, Draper. Nottingham. Pet March 3, Ord 
Ce Fenchurch avenue, Merchant. High Court. Peb Feb 


and Janz Lest, Tenby, Doctor of Medicine. Pem- 

March 17. Ord April 5 
— On ai Sata ton under Lyne and Stalybridge. 
Laoyp, che Fae gre nr Liverpool, Coach Builder. Liver- 
Joun — PE Pembroke Dock, Ironmongers. 


and CHARLES 
broke Dock. Pet Feb 19. Ord 


era Ont Apri Mason, Aberystwith. Pet 


ong te — r Cheshire, Builder. Nantwich and Crewe. Pet 


MeMases, Janes Joskrn, Harrogate, Tailor. York. Pet April4, Ord April 4 
r Resamont at, Marylebone, Importer of Clocks, High Court. 


Newport, Mon, Grocer. Newport, Mon. Pet April 4 Ord 






Astits, hallicld, Gowkepper. Sheffield. Pet April 6. Ord Aprils 
Panzer. THOMAS, Deptford, Grocer. Greenwich. Pet April&, Ord April 5 





Meade 3. Ord ABEL Warwick. Pet Marchi, Ord April 5 


smagiigenk, Pet alarch ford April Longton, Staffordshire, Grocer. Stoke upon 
April os 
oun Srewakt, Fen ct, Fenchurch st, 


mon ay Hie Pol Wake None, oer 


reoagi a a "Pet Apri Ord Aueil ¢ : Forni ge 
W: Fe Jou | Cheltenham, Saddler. Oheltenham. Pet March 31, 


WYLEY, ANDREW JAMES, eieiliniis ties eut of business. High Oourt. Pet 
March 29. Ord April 6 x 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, April 12. 
REUEIVING ORDERS. 


Broox, WALTER FREDERICK, Dudley, Worcestershire, Ironmonger. Duiley, 
Bet April 5. Ord April 6 
Franks, JOHN, Leicester, Corn Factor. Leicester. Pet April7. Ord April 7 


Barmeweats, Arruvur, Bradford, Bootmaker. Bradford. Pet April 6 Ord 


pril 6 
ef Mezyport, Oamberiend, Provision Dealer. Oock- 
fi, Tk ag ee Ord April 6 
censed Victualler. Newcastle on Tyne, 
"iPet Avril. Or Ord April 7 


Somerset, Accountant. Bridgewater. Pet 


Liv ’ 
= Newport and Ryde. Pet April7. Ord 


- ons tomas, Wi 1, Montgomeryshire. Auctionéer. Newtown. Pet 
RicHaRDsON, JOHN, by, otk. Joiner. Stockton on Tees and Middles- 
borough. April 


RosIns, spouse, toca, Devon, Blacksmith, Taunton. Pet April 7. Ord 

Rom F =| pte co caratam amen te Dorset, Carpenter. Dorchester, Pet 
7. 

= a, SPREIE, Neath, Glamorgan, Blacksmith, Neath. Pet April 7. Pet 

VASSILIADES, Coens D DEMETRIUS, Liverpool, Fruit Merchant. Liverpool, 
‘an 28. 

WALLACE. ER, Boichester, Physician, Oolchester, Pet April 7; Ord 


7 
WALTON, JOHN, Sheffield, Plasterer. Sheffield. Pet April 7. Ord April7 
WItson, voante, Wiladae, Bingley, Yorks, Labourer. Bradford. Pet April 6. 


Youne, — Blackburn, out of employment. Blackburn. Pet April ¥. Ord 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
Doves, Warrer, West Coker, Somerset, Baker, April 20 at 12.45, Off Rec, 


—— ee Sees Os Swerford, Oxfordshire, Farmer, April 28 at 11.80. 
Hioxs, ABSALOM, age April 22 at 9.80. 82, 8t George’s st, Canters 

eee Pe Wis Cumberland, Provision Dealer. A: 
$8 at 18. Off Reo, a, Duke st Wiliehavan ae po = 
W. Miller. April Tt at 2.0, 73, Sandgate rd, Folke- 
ieee sia Blunsdon St Leonard, Wilts, Gent. April 21 at 

11 30, Swindon 

souarse. 30 BERT, Canterbury, Plumber. April 21 at 11.30, 32, St George’s st, 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Saree, Jat, Kaetivains , Yorks, Coal Dealer. Wakefield. PetApr2. Ord 
ArxrsoN, Law, Leeds, Cloth Finisher. Leeds, Pet Mar24. Ord Apr7 
WaLTER FREDERICK, Dudley, Worcestershire, Ironmonger. Dudley, 
Apr 5. Ord apr?” 
Canaan, WiasAnt ILLIAM, Morpeth, Cartman. Newcastle on Tyne. Pet Apr 4. Ord 


CooPrEr, GEORGE, Isle of Purbeck, Dorset, Draper. Poole. Pet Mar 21, Ord Apr 9 


pas oy ope Suprmus, Bristol, Coachbuilder. Bristol. Pet Apr 2. 
Enonop & Lang, Birmingham, Coal Merchants. Birmingham. Pet Feb 22. Ord 


Goustie’ Onintai, West Brighton, Grocer. Brighton. Pet Apr5. Ord Apr7 
Harsworts, ArTuur, Bradford, Bootmaker. Bradford. Pet Apr6. Ord Apr é 


. ye gy Grd Ara ‘ 
ou! 

CHARLES. HERBERT, Worcester, Worcester, 
ae Pat Apel Pet April 7" 


som 4jeue Munsee, Tredegar, Mon, Grocer. Tredegar. Pet April 4 
nara iy yes Derby, ar Liverpool, Brewer. Liverpool. Pet 


por , Joiner, Stockton on Tees and SAI 


onus, Txouas, Hemyock, Devon, Blacksmith, Taunton. -Pet April 7. 
Sem, Ym see, Hantonh, Seapenten. Hereford. ideas ae 


Guenan, Barley. Hertford, Grocer. Cambridge. Pet 


Wrson, Ber ces rate bee hash. Fes Teen 


Ord April ¢ 


Ord | 


at 


Pat ORs 


“ dabveted oobi 














Pore 


2 


gi. 2 S || nf 


g Fees 


Fe 


myr.: 


es 








April 16, 1867; 































































tate te ORS sen. Birmingham, Iron Merchant. Birmingham. PB 02 he tlm Petr 
Yooo, Jaaces, Blaskbatn, ott of employment. Biadkbira, Pet April 7. Ord eas 3 SS po A \ 
Mpoliclton, to Kate Mason, 
SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. S ittneny Schock, weseisbapabien, 60 
ril 18.—Mesers, Baxzn & Sons. at the Hoskin’s Arms Hotel, Oxted, at2.90p.m., | Salt, M.P., of Sey, . 
: April oes toto ug days. hist, Prasomun © Ogy ne ii, Stand, at 2 ras CHINERY 6, at i ee Bloomsbury, George Whitmore 
} ” Artist Proof Bichines Fi cogravares, and Proof ngravings (see Chinery, late of 76. 
; fm pent this week. p. Pan ee on eo 1, Henry Inner Temple, barrister-at-law, 
ri Wen pe. va . "$ : 
afel gotten bere Zee eee acme pe4 — —— of Kiliinghall, Ripley, Yorkshire, aged 47. 
ssurance ertisemen 
April STeese, Lisaencmen, aan Ch & 00., pe ago eai, ie, Poy ioo 
Properties (bee ad &. ¥ otek he Wie aoe 
‘ Ape 22 — See eeweusr ae ed . airy, a Num ‘e raiy ba. 6d. 
egpent this weak, s Mocks 
age Aoi . Furie, of he Mart, at 2 pum., Freehold Building their ‘olumcs bound at the eo. 
: CONTENTS. 
BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS, fin Tano Tausoran Teall Lsinrsone sibitnbed # seseseeeee seseses see 808 
BIR’ eereeeee e . . 399 
April 1, at Blackrock, county Dublin, the wife of William R. Bruce, | CORRESPONDENCE sitelogo et ‘ 
Bifaster of the Queen's Bench, of of a son. LAW SOOMRTIOS «02.00. -. 




















SCH WEITZER’S COCOATINA. EDE AND SON, : “ 
Anat Dreportie Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 
Guaranteed Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, RO E y f. MAKERS 
with the excess of fat extracted. B ? 
The poner Bag em ts i most —. per- COPYING BOOKS. 
fec © Dev or Breakfast, Luncheon, or SPROLAL APPOINTMENT 
Serer And invaluable for Tnvalids and a Children. - ~- <n 2 
i commen: the entire ical 
fe yy ghee per neem YY Si 
a eps i yon ms ol climates, is four 
times the & rr cae THICKENED yet b Aenean Se ons “ti 5s. 
starch, IN REALITY OEAPER su RO FOR QUEEN'S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. of 
— 500 Leaf Book, 3, 6d. “ 
Made instantaneously with boiling water, a te:spoonful SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. English mile. laa 


ou oes ta Vise “1 om baal whey sstibl Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town Clerks, THE BEST LETTER COPYI. 
Cocoatiwa 4 La VanIuue is the most delicate, digestible, iw wns 
cheapest Manilla Chocolate, and may be taken when and Clerks of the Peace. : NG BOOK OUT. 
richer chocolate is prohibited, 


fn tins at 18, 6., Bn, 66. 6d, &¢., by Chota nd | CORPORATION ROBES, ORIVERSITY AND CLERGY GOWNS | WODDERSPOON & CO., a 














rocers. : 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietor, 1688. %, SERLE STREET, anp 1, PORTUGAL STREET, 
H, Scuwarrzzn & Co., 10, Adam-st., Strand, Kendon,W.0.| 94, ORANCERY LANE, LONDON. LINOOLN’S INN, W.O. 











SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 





INSTITUTED 1858. | “ q 





For the Relief of Poor and Necessitous Solicitors ahd Proctors in England and Wales, and their Wi a 
a Widows, and Families. rigs Tt = 





’ The Firry-zioutx Hatry-yzanty Gawzea, Masrme of the Members of this Association will be held at the Law pay ie to ne tye me a 
Lani, oS April 20th, to receive the Board’s Report and Statement of Accounts to December 8ist, 1886, and for the transaction of other i 
gen 


Mr. W. Brntan Broox will move :—" That no Autamn General Meeting of Members be held this year.” 
The Chair will be taken at Two o’clock p.m. 

















9, Olifford’s-inn, London, E.C., March 28th, 1887. : JAMES THOMAS SCOTT, Buoretary. 
: i ae — INTEMPERANCE. 


i ‘ THE MORPHIA and the 
The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1883, ABUSE of DRUGS. 


lished 1864) 
of Ladies of j 
the 





under the above Acts ° 
Every requisite supplied on the 











_ftt BOOKS tuk FORMS kept in stock for immediate 
“MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION 


dasibutlon, ‘BHAI ¢ gt TiOktes, DEBRRTORES, 
EALS 
iunben, 





ne oh ane 
cutie anecunt Books. 
RICHARD FLIN FLINT & CO. 
1 (late ASH & FLINT), 
Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, 


49, FLEET-STRERT, LONDON, 3.0. (omner 
. bf Berjeants’-inn). ' 





Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 
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LAW UNION FIRE & LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY. 


ESTABLISHED IN THE YEAR 18684. 











The only Law Insurance Office in the United Kingdom which transacts both Fire and Life Insurance Business, 





CHIEF OrFice—126, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
The Funds in hand and Capital subscribed amount to upwards of £1,900,000 Sterling, 





By express provision in tie Conptiey 2 Dad of BAtints, 8: ty the Conditions of the Policies of the Company, the Capital and Funds of each ~ 


are and always have been kept distinct, and wnder no circumstances can the Capital or Funds of one’ Department Pa reee We oe 
Losses or Bapenses inowrred in the other Department. 


Cuateman: JAMES CUDDON, Esq., of the Middle Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 
Derurr-Cuareman : O. PEMBERTON, Esq. (Lee & Pembertons), Solicitor, 44, Lincoln’s Inn Fields. 








Extract from the Report of the Directors for the year ended 30th November, 1886 :— 
Department new Insurances were effected for an aggregate amount of £6,994,418, yielding in new Premiums the sum of: 


aie aise during the same period 252 Policies were effected, 5%, 245, the new Premiums received thereon amounting to _ 


£8, £1,298 16s. was paid away for re-assurance. Seventeen for insuring £21,150. were declined, and 46 Proposals for 


insuring £73,180 were uncom eted in the year. 
Nine Life Annuities for £679 2s. 10d. were granted, the purchase-money for which was £5,742 7s, 8d.. Sixteen Annuities for £999 10s. 6d. became 


death. 
Vader Lite and Endowment Policies amounted to £46,519 3s. 6d., which amount, although in excess of the Claims for the year 1885, 


— of losses by fire, paid and outstanding on 30th November, was £21,615 l5s., being about 45 per cent. of the net Premiums ~ 


‘sade of Interest realized on the assets of the Company (whether productive or unproductive) was £4 11s, 2d. per cent. 





Settl it of Moderate Rates of Premium. Profits divided five in the Life t. 
jemen every years wh aby Departmen’ 


Liberal Losses. 

Life Policies, free from all Conditions and Restriction are granted os s Sightiy Pre: 

Policies of Insurance tod againet the contingency of Lasae at t+ moderate rates of Premium. 

Claims pen re dt Life Policies payable immediately on proof of death and title. 

Mortgage of Life Interests, Reversions, Leasehold Houses, &c. Reversionspurchased 


] d informati be 
Prospectuses and every information may be 0 FRANK McGEDY, Actuary and Secretary. 


ewe ee, | PLSHERS BRIEF BAGS. 














Uompor: 1, B.C, Azunpzzr: 1, 
nion-terrace. 
INCOME & FUNDS (1885) :— 
Fire Premiums .. 8: = «+ «ss £577,000 
Life Premiums os 80 wee soe 191,000 
Interest... oe | ar 
Accumulated Funds owe - + 134,000 | 


| 
ACCIDENTS AT HOME AND ABROAD | 
Railway Accidents, Employer's Liability, 
INSURED AGAINST BY 
THE RAILWAY PASSENGERS’ ASSURANCE CONANT | 
64, CORNHILL, LONDON. 
Income -- -- £246,000. 
COMPENSATION PAID ror 118,000 ACCIDENTS. 
£2,350,000. 

Mopzaarz Premiums — Favourastz Oowprrions. 
Prompt and Liberal Settlement of Claims. 
Cuamsmay—HARVIE M. FARQUHAR, Esa. Orprvany SHapz, 8/6 TO 70/- Patent Opentne, 30 To 100/- 

Wors-Bind OGles:—8, Grand Hotel Buildings, W.C. ; THE LARGEST STOCK OF BRIEF BAGS IN LONDON. 
Head Office :—64, CORNHILL, LONDON, E.C. Bags made to order on the Premises in one day. Catalogues post free. 








Eee tas, S. FISHER, 188, STRAND. . 
E ad a) © F 3 DINNEFORD’S MAGNESIA 


ACIDITY of the STOMACH, HEARTSUEN, =i ' 





GRATEFUL—COMFORTING. GOUT and INDIGESTION, 








2 


And safest Aperient for Delicate Constitutions, Ladies — 


C O C O A sinkatonee. MaorEst 








ee en 





